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The Traffic Service Bereau 








Beyond our ambition to furnish shippers and carriers 
with a reliable chronicle of tariffs, the rulings and orders 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission and the deci- 
sions of the United States Supreme court in traffic cases, 
we have steadily worked to make The Traffic Service 
Bureau a medium for supplying information about trans- 
portation and shipping matters as it is on record in 
Washington, 

We are now so fully equipped in the way of facili- 
ties that nearly every form of service can be rendered, 
and in a most economical way. The financial standing 
of our Bureau takes us out of the doubtful class and 
assures patrons of stability and reliability. Transcripts 
of tariffs and decisions, rate compilations, tabulations of 
Statistics and nearly any character of work heretofore 
requiring special visits to Washington can now be 
avoided by making use of us. We are maintaining an 
Office in the Capitol City with a fully equipped staff to 
meet conditions as they now exist, feeling that full 
knowledge of our work will mean a constantly growing 
support, 

We are, we believe, publishing also a paper having 
a field of its own as a non-partisan medium and a cor- 
rect report of the conduct of the governmental branches 
it covers, 

This is all said only to show our constant effort to 
Serve our patrons efficiently. 
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THE COMMERCE COMMISSION 


Interstate Body an Expert Board of Arbitration— 
Competent in Analysis and Conscientious 
in Findings 








Washington, D. C., July 8.—Ob- 
serving the manners and methods 
of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission for some years and within 
the year past at a close range, we 
are now prepared to say that this 
national board of arbiters is one of 
the most important and necessary 
agencies of government in establish- 
ing equitable and right conditions as 
they relate to interstate commerce. 

There is one phase of operation that neither ship- 
pers nor carriers seem to clearly recognize, and that is, 
the beneficent form of the facilities that are at their 
disposal. The functions of the Commission can be 
equally as forceful in allaying irritation and preventing 
the necessity of formal prosecution, if the channels pro- 
vided are made use of, as they can be in an unhesitat- 
ing enforcement of the law where willful violation is 
shown to exist. If, taking the country as a whole and 
transportation in its application to all sections and all 
lines of business, expert study and knowledge is to gov: 
ern, this in its broadest lines must be found in the Com- 
mission. The members of this body, through long serv- 
ice, have as much experience as the average operating 
or traffic man and it has been gained without the bias 
of serving any particular interest. Their vantage ground 
is wide in scope and more impartial than that of any 
individual or group of men who may represent some 
special financial combination. The facts compiled for 
their use are examined in no fear that the result may 
mean a change in management. While these same facts 
are considered impartially, it is, of course, a logical se- 
quence that everything consistently will be done to 
avoid an interruption to legitimate growth, and whatever 
reforms are introduced are to be introduced to have 
them restrain proper development in the least possible 
way. 

Holding to the belief expressed, we may fairly ask 
the question of all interested in interstate commerce: 
Why not often seek the counsel and good offices of the 
Commissioners in an advisory way and possibly make 
formal hearings and prosecutions less numerous? Is not 
such a course making use of a medium for co-operation 
that is coercive only when a plain intent to evade the 
law is shown? We have long since adopted the theory 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission is the friend 
of shipper and carrier by choice first, and is the prose- 
cutor and avenger only in the course of sustaining the 
authority of the government. Our doctrine is that the 
taking into full account the friendly offices of the Com- 
mission and making use of them in an honest effort to 
get a right understanding of what is expected will lessen 
many times the necessity for being brought to book by 
the strong arm of the law for insubordination. 

In this age of changes the proposition is not too 
remote that evolution may have proceeded beyond some 
owners of our industries and some railway men who are 
unwilling to accept conditions. The changes, however, 
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represent the majority and that has all the force of 
the basic principle of our republic. In the idea that 
things are now much astray there may be inability to 
keep in touch with modern progress and belated adapt- 
ability. Our faith in present conditions in no way en- 
dorses our newer laws as perfect. There are no hopes 
for perfection in any purely human instrument, but we 
earnestly insist that the imperfections are greatly less- 
ened when we all try consistently to make the best use 
of the means at hand. If we will cheerfully accept the 
intent to mean the greatest good to the greatest number 
and try to so operate under the rules of the game, the 
bickerings over technicalities will at least give way to 
those controversies involving some broad principle, and, 


in such a contention, personalities and small politics will 


very probably disappear. 


It is a most vital thing to remember that the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission is not a shipper nor a car- 
rier, and hence examination of facts in no way affects 
its business. In its hearings it has always been more 
informal than the courts in the treatment of any evi- 
dence that has been introduced, meaning, in our belief, 
much fairer conclusions. We say this because many 
qualifying facts, when known, have a real and proper 
influence in results. This phase of the presentation 
ought to have much force in the use in a friendly way 
of the facilities of our great national tribunal for the 
furtherance of co-operation. W. B. B. 


St. Louis Gets “One Dump Delivery” 





St. Louis, Mo., July 8—As a result of the co-opera- 
tion with shippers connected with the traffic bureau 
of the Merchants’ Exchange, the railroads have estab- 
lished at all stations in this city what is known as the 
“one-dump delivery” system. This will relieve the ship- 
pers of the expense incidental to the peddling or dis- 
tributing of freight from door to door or section to sec- 
tion, as was heretofore required. 

In announcing this latest concession won through 


co-operative methods, Commissioner Coyle of the ship- 
pers’ bureau says: 


“This subject has been under consideration for the 
past three years, during which some improved methods 
have been adopted from time to time. This mutually 
satisfactory conclusion, however, in compliance with the 
request of this bureau, became effective by all lines, 
July 1. 

“Obviously, as this relieves the shippers of the ex- 
pense of distributing the freight as heretofore, it neces- 
sarily shifts that burden to the carriers. Therefore, we 
respectfully suggest that your traffic department obtain 
from the several freight agents of the carriers their 
loading lists or schedules, and load your wagons so that 
as large a portion of each load may be deposited as near 
the car into which it must go, as possible; and that 
your drivers be instructed to unload the freight at the 
door or platform which may be designed by the freight 
house foremen, where the entire load will be received 
without again moving the wagon.” 


WILL HEAR ARGUMENTS IN THE FALL. 


Des Moines, Ia., July 8.—Announcement has been 
made that arguments in the Iowa coal rate case will be 
heard in October. Testimony in this matter of revising 


the intrastate distance tariff was heard before the com- 
mission last week. 
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DECISIONS OF COMMISSION 


Interstate Board Hands Down Rulingsin Contesteg 
Cases 


Lemon Rate Advance Outlawed 


No. 3000. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 148.) 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS FRUIT EXCHANGE ET Aj. 
vs. 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY ET AL 
Submitted May 23, 1910. Decided June 11, 1910. 


1. Under the conditions shown by the record in this case the 
Commission fails to find that the present rate on oranges 
from points in southern California to the east is unrea- 
sonable, 


2. Present rate on lemons from points in southern California 
to the east is unreasonable to the extent that it exceeds 
$1 per 100 pounds. 


3. The Commission is investigating the refrigeration and pre- 
cooling charges on citrus fruit shipments from California, 
and all questions relating to those issues are reserved for 
further consideration and future disposition. 


4. If in any case the advanced rate on lemons complained of 
herein has been paid, reparation will be awarded on the 
basis of the $1 rate upon proper proceedings. 

Mayer, Meyer, Austrian & Platt; Joseph H. Call 
and Asa F. Call for complainants. 
Robert Dunlap, E. W. Camp, T. J, Norton and 

Gardiner Lathrop for Santa Fe system companies. 

Harry L. Titus for San Diego, Cuyamaca & Eastern 

Railway company and San Diego Southern Railway 

company. 

F. C. Dillard, W. R. Kelly, P. F. Dunne, C. W. Dur 
brow and W. F. Herrin for Southern Pacific company, 

Union Pacific Railroad company, Oregon Railroad & 


Navigation company, Oregon Short Line Railroad com- 
pany et al. 





































































Report of the Commission. 
PROUTY, Commissioner: 

The complainants are growers and shippers of 
citrus fruits in southern California, and their com- 
plaint puts the following matters in issue touching the 
movement of their product to eastern destinations: 

1. The reasonableness of the present orange rate 
of $1.15. 

2. The advance in the lemon rate from $1 to $1.15. 

3. The reasonableness of the present charges for 
refrigeration, 


4. The lawfulness of the precooling charge of $3) 
per car. 





































































































The Orange Rate. 

The taking of the evidence in this proceeding 
occupied several days, and all branches of the subject 
have been presented with great fullness. The col 
plainants insist that the present condition of the industry 
requires a reduction in the rate in order that a wider 
market may be opened to the increased product, ané 
have introduced testimony showing the state of the 
orange industry. 


In Consolidated Forwarding Co. vs. Southern Pacific 
Co., 10 I. C. C. Rep., 590, the reasonableness of the 
rate on citrus fruits was before the Commission, 204 
the whole subject was there considered. The report 
of the Commission in that proceeding states at some 
length the cost of producing oranges and the profit i0 
that business from about 1901 to 1904. It does n0 
seem necessary to restate those facts here. Since thet 
the cost of raising and putting oranges on board the 
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cars in California has increased. The price received 
in the east has remained about the same, with per- 
haps a slight advance. In two respects great improve- 
ment has been made in the handling of oranges from 
the tree to the consumer within that period. 

First, and most important, are the investigations of 
the United States Department of Agriculture under the 
direction of Professor Powel. 

Previous to these investigations the loss from de- 
cay in the shipping and marketing of oranges from this 
locality had been great, often as high as from 20 to 40 
per cent. This liability to decay not only occasioned 
damage by the loss of the spoiled fruit itself, but also 
injured the selling price of the sound fruit. 

Professor Powell ascertained that decay in oranges 
was entirely due to mechanical injury in their handling. 
If there was no bruise, there was no decay. His con- 
clusion was that if oranges were picked without bruis- 
ing there would be no trouble from decayed fruit. To- 
day these oranges are handled from the tree to the 
box with great care, and with the result that there is 
no further loss from this cause. Refrigeration is now 
resorted to not to prevent decay in transit, but to 
preserve the appearance of the fruit. It is universally 
conceded that this has been of almost incalculable 
benefit to the orange industry of southern California. 
The greater part of the advantage inures to the grower, 
but indirectly the carrier benefits, since delay in ship- 
ment is no longer attended with serious consequences, 
and claims for loss and damage due to delay in transit 
have largely diminished. 

There has also been great improvement in the 
marketing of these oranges. The California orange can 
be left upon the tree for weeks after it is ripe without 
serious deterioration, which means that this crop can 
be picked and sent to market at such time as is most 
desirable, extending over a period of several months. 

Formerly each grower marketed his own crop, and, 
this was usually done through the agency of commission 
men in the east. Each grower picked and forwarded 
his oranges at such time and to such market as he 
might select. There was no concert of action between 
different growers, with the result that some markets 
would be glutted, while in others the demand was good. 

At the present time the California Fruit Growers 
Exchange markets more than 60 per cent of the citrus 
fruit grown in California. This association has its 
agents in all markets and watches over the fruit from 
the packing house to the dealer. It selects the best 
time for picking and shipping and the best market in 
which to place the shipment. This has contributed 
much to the price which the grower receives for his 
product. 

There has also been a decrease in the freight rate, 
which was $1.25 per 100 pounds when our former 
opinion was delivered, while now it is $1.15 per 100 
pounds, a reduction of 10 cents having been made in 
the year 1907. 

These advantages have up to the present time 
offset the increase in cost of production, so that the 
Profit to the grower seems to be about the same now 
as then. The complainants insist, however, that in 
the next few years there will be a large increase in 
Production without compensating advantages. 

Below is given a table showing shipments of citrus 
fruits from California for the years named. Previous 
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to the season of 1897-98 it was said to be impossible 
to give oranges and lemons separately: 


Number of Carloads. 








Season. 





Oranges, Lemons, Total. 

MEO | n.5o oc tine oacieese abe “Soest eee eee 5,871 
SI 0c so: wind » 4in.ep 0 Obie kind AG RREO EEC daack cS See 5,022 
DE ean beAtN ode Sawk ets he eaeete 2 tae 7,575 
DONE SiGK.is CeceRewh de Fate cakiaee Ghveves bab bates 7,350 
1897-1898 13,987 1,166 * 15,153 
1898-1899 9,448 903 0,351 
1899-1900 16,362 1,447 17,809 
1900-1901 21,173 2,924 24,097 
1901-1962 17,571 2,816 20,387 
1902-1903 21,080 2,649 23,729 
1903-1904 26,684 2,782 29,466 
1904-1905 27,342 4,274 31,616 
1905-1906 23,73 3,789 27,528 
1906-1907 26,319 3,507 29,826 
SN ide aie on in oy ae dD 27,688 4,959 32,647 
NSE a coo olds oes aa centaaetou 33,947 6,150 40,097 
} 

This table shows a continuous increase in pro- 
duction, and the testimony indicates that this in- 


crease will continue in the immediate future at least, 
since many acres of oranges and lemons 
planted which are not yet in bearing. 

The complainants further insist that this traffic is 
moved in great volume, in solid train loads, for long 
distances, and should therefore, having reference to the 
circumstances of the transportation, bear a low rate, 

For the purpose of showing the conditions of the 
movement of this business, the Santa Fe lines were 
required to furnish a statement giving the consist of 
all freight trains moving east out of divisional points 
between San Bernardino and Chicago for the first week 
of March, 1909. This statement shows the number of 
loaded cars, the number of empty cars, and the num- 
ber of cars containing citrus fruits in each train. 

The week selected is in that period when ship- 
ments of oranges are the heaviest; but this movement 


have been 


now continues in considerable amounts through the 
entire year and is comparatively uniform for five 
months. 


This statement shows that during that time nearly 
one-third of all the loaded cars moving eastbound 
upon the line between San Bernardino and Chicago 
were filled with citrus fruit. One-sixteenth of the 
entire freight revenues of the Santa Fe system is from 
the handling of these California citrus fruits. 

These trains are not solid orange trains, as stated 
by the complainants. .Most of them leave San Ber- 
nardino as solid trains, but the length is reduced for 
operating reasons beyond the first divisional point, and 
when other cars are again added they appear to be 
either empty cars or those loaded with other freight. 
The movement is, however, equivalent to a _ solid-train 
movement in this, that it is a continuous through 
movement, necessitating but little switching service up 
to Kansas City, and in trains all the way to Chicago 
which may be loaded to the maximum capacity of the 
locomotive. This movement is now by the Belen cut- 
off, and such trains are handled through by a single 
engine, with comparatively little helper service. 

The above statement shows that the number of 
loaded cars in eastbound trains during that period 
average 30. Assuming that these cars had been loaded 
with oranges to the average loading shown by this 
record, these trains, at $1.15 per 100 pounds, the pres- 
ent rate, would have earned between San Bernardino 
and Chicago, which is but slightly less than the aver- 
age haul of oranges, about $4.25 per train-mile, against 
an average train-mile earning upon the Santa Fe system 
for the year 1908 of but $3.09. It should be further 
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noted that the haul in case of this movement is some- 
thing in excess of 2,200 miles, while the average haul 
upon the Santa Fe during this year was 362 miles. 

The minimum is, at the present time, 27,700 pounds. 
Oranges are loaded six tiers wide by two tiers high, 
the boxes standing on end. The refrigerator cars in 
which they are moved contain in each end an ice bunker 
which holds the ice when the car moves under re- 
frigeration. In the old-style car these bunkers are 
stationary, and the loading of the car is therefore the 
same whether moving under ice or under ventilation. 
These ice bunkers can be so constructed that the side 
away from the end of the car can be thrown up and 
fastened in the top of the car, thus leaving available 
for the loading of oranges when under ventilation the 
space which 
frigeration. This collapsible bunker, so-called, permits 
an additional loading of 84 and 72 boxes of oranges, 
according to the style of the car, and of 60 and 72 
additional boxes of lemons. There are now in service 
about 1,000 of the collapsible-bunker cars, and it ap- 
peared that some others have been ordered. The cost 
of changing the permanent to the movable bunker is 
$120. The additional cost of providing the collapsible 
bunker in a new car is $60. 

In the Consolidated Forwarding case, above re- 
ferred to, the Commission held that the orange rate 
ought not to exceed $1.10 per 100 pounds upon the 
minimum then existing, which was substantially the 
same as at present; but it had no authority at that time 
to order an observance of this rate. The complainants 
insist that to-day we ought not only to establish the 
rate then found reasonable, but to fix as reasonable 
a much lower rate, which they say should not exceed 
85 cents per 100 pounds. 

The carriers assert in justification of the present 
rate that the equipment in which this traffic is handled 
is more expensive than the ordinary box car, which 
is true; that the loading ‘s lighter in comparison with 
the weight of the car, especially when the bunkers are 
filled with ice, than in case of most traffic, which is also 
true, and that many cars are returned empty, which is to 
an extent the fact. 

It is said by the carriers that the service is an 
expedited one, which may properly carry with it a 
higher rate than would otherwise be proper. The 
schedule under which this traffic moves is between 10 
and 11 miles per hour, including stops at divisional 
points. This is nothing more than a fair merchandise 
schedule, and ordinary merchandise is habitually moved 
in the same trains and upon the same schedule. The 
service does seem to be regular and dependable, and 
is at the present time satisfactory to the shippers. 

The shipper is accorded what is termed the “diver- 
sion” privilege; that is, he may change the point to 
which his car was consigned while the car is en route, 
without additional expense, thus enabling him to reach 
whatever market may be the most desirable. It is con- 
ceded by the shippers that this is a privilege of great 
advantage to them; and it is one which costs the car- 
riers a considerable amount to extend. 

The defendants urge with much earnestness that 
since our decision in 1905 large increases in the ex- 
pense of operation have occurred, which are not offset 
by increased advantages in operation. We must our- 


selves take note of the fact that the Commission is 








is occupied by the ice when under re-. 


* pounds, or $1.05 per box. 
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about making reductions in transcontinental rates 
which may result in a considerable diminution of 
revenue to these carriers. 

The statistician of the Santa Fe system testifieg 
that this orange business, even at the present rate, is 
not profitable, and that much of it is handled at gq 
loss, and has supported this statement by figures which 
purport to state the results of actual operation. 


We have carefully considered the claims of both 
parties. We do not believe that this traffic is up. 
profitable; upon the other hand, we regard it as highly 
profitable at the existing rate; but, on the whole, we 
are of the opinion that at the present time this rate 
ought not to be disturbed. Under the conditions shown 
by this record we fail to find that the present rate igs 
unreasonable, 

The Lemon Rate. 


The world’s supply of lemons is mainly produced 
in two localities, Sicily and southern California. In the 
year 1909 Sicily shipped 469,000 carloads, southern 
California 6,000 carloads. The United States consumed 
approximately 12,000 carloads, of which one-half were 
of foreign growth. 


The cost of producing lemons in Sicily is much less 
than in California. Labor enters largely into the cost 
of production. The laborer ‘n the Sicilian grove \ 
ceives from 40 to 60 cents per day, while in California 
he is paid from $1.75..to $2 per day, and the difference 
in wage is even greater in case of the laborer en- 
ployed about the packing house. 

A box of lemons weighs 84 pounds. To transport 
that box from the grove in Sicily to the dock in New 
York costs from 30 to 35 cents. From New York to 
Chicago the rate is now 40 cents per 100 pounds, or 
33.6 cents per box, and this is substantially the rate 
which has prevailed in the past. In 1901 the rate from 
California to all eastern points was $1.25 per 100 
It will be seen, therefore, 
that both in cost of production and in cost of trans 
portation the Sicilian grower had a great advantage in 
all territory east of the Missouri river, which was the 
main consuming territory of the United States. A pro 
tective duty of $1 per 100 pounds had been fixed upon 
the Sicilian lemon, but even with that assistance the 
American grower was unable to successfully compete. 
In the years 1901 and 1902 California supplied but 
about one-fifth of the demand in the United States. 


The growers of California applied to the carriers 
for a rate of transportation which would enable them 
to meet the Sicilian lemon in eastern markets. They 
asked for a rate of $1 to the middle west and of 75 
cents to the Atlantic seaboard. the rate then being 
$1.25 to all this territory. The carriers conceded in the 
winter of 1902 what was termed a “relief” rate of $1 
per 100 pounds to all territory, and that rate was re 
newed in the winter of 1903. 


In 1903 the general freight agent of the Santa Fe 
lines upon the Pacific coast wrote to his superior 
traffic officer upon this subject as follows: 


There is no doubt in my mind that if the California lemon 
growers do not see more encouragement in the future they 
are going to, a good many of them, let their orchards go back. 

It seems to me that we will have to make the rate $1 per 
100 pounds apply all the year and give the lemon growers t0 
understand that we will continue it in effect until they secure 
United States markets. * * * I think we can defend the lower 
rate on lemons on account of the competition of foreign 
lemons. * * * It is up to us now to give the lemon grower 
a definite answer as to what he may expect for years to come- 
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in fact in 1904 the $1 rate was made applicable for 
the entire year and was continued in effect until 
November and December, 1909, when tariffs were filed 
advancing the rate to $1.15. 

rhe testimony in this case indicates and fairly 
shows that the cost of placing lemons upon the cars 
in California is no less, but is rather greater to-day, 
than in 1904. The lemon growers assert that the in- 
crease in their production has been due mainly to 
the lower rate of freight under which they were better 
able to meet Sicilian competition. 

But even with the dollar rate California has been 
unable to compete with Sicily upon the Atlantic sea- 
board. The average price received by California grow- 
ers east of the Allegheny Mountains is $1 per box less 
than the price obtained west of the Missouri river. 

The last tariff act increased the duty on lemons 
fom $1 to $1.50 per 100 pounds. The complainants 
assert, and the defendants deny, that this was _the 
occasion of the increase in the freight rate. 

The average cost to the defendants of handling 
lemons is somewhat less than with oranges, for the 
reason that the average haul is shorter. As just noted, 
few lemons from California find a market upon the 
Atlantic seaboard, while practically the entire supply 
in territory west of the Missouri river is from that 
source. Oranges, upon the other hand, move in large 
quantities into these far eastern markets. The com- 
plainants insisted that the average haul in case of 
oranges was 500 miles greater than in case of lemons, 
and manifestly it is considerably in excess. 

The expense of moving citrus fruit under refrigera- 
tion is greater than under ventilation, since the weight 
of the ice is added to the load of the car, and the pro- 
portion of oranges moving under refrigeration is greater 
than of lemons. 

Upon the other hand, oranges load somewhat heav- 
ier than lemons, the present minimum being 27,600 
pounds in case of oranges and 27,200 pounds in case of 
lemons. 

Upon full consideration we are of the opinion that 
the present lemon rate of $1.15 is unreasonable, and 
that the rate ought not to exceed $1 per 100 pounds, 
with the present minimum weight, said rate to apply 
to.all territory to which the rate of $1.15 is made ap- 
plicable by the tariff of the defendants on file. 

The Commission is itself investigating the refrigera- 
tion and precooling of these citrus-fruit shipments, and 
all questions relating to those issues are reserved for 
further consideration and future disposition. 

The petition contains a prayer for reparation. Be- 
fore the advanced rate upon lemons became effective 
an injunction was issued by the Circuit court of the 
United States for the district of southern California in 
favor of certain of the complainants in this proceeding 
against the collection of the advanced rate. It is our 
understanding that in consequence of these injunction 
proceedings the $1 rate has been generally, if not uni- 
formly, collected. If in any case the advanced rate has 
been paid, reparation will be allowed on the basis of 
the $1 rate upon proper proceedings. 





ORDER. 

At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., 
On the lith day of June, A. D. 1910. 
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Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 


No. 3000. 
ARLINGTON HEIGHTS FRUIT EXCHANGE ET AL. 
vs. 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY ET AL. 
This case being at issue upon complaint and 


answers on file, and having been duly heard and sub- 
mitted by the parties, and full investigation of the 
matters and things involved having been had, and 
the Commission having on the date hereof made and 
filed a report containing its findings of fact and con- 
clusions thereon, and having found that the above-named 
defendants’ rate of $1.15 per 100 pounds for the trans- 
portation of lemons in carloads from shipping and pro- 
ducing points in southern California to points in other 
states of the United States, designated in Transcon- 
tinental Freight Bureau East-Bound tariffs, No. 3-H 
(I. C. C. No. 906), effective December 6, 1909, and 
Supplement No. 2 to No. 7-B (I. C. C. No. 894), effective 
November 15, 1909, is, to the extent that said rate ex- 
ceeds $1 per 100 pounds, unreasonable and unjust: 

It is ordered, That said defendants, according as 
their-routes may run, be, and they are hereby, notified 
and required to cease and desist, on or before the 
ist day of September, 1910, and for a period of not 
less than two years thereafter abstain, from exacting 
their rate of $1.15 per 100 pounds for the transportation 
of lemons in carloads from shipping and producing 
points in southern California to points in other states 
of the United States designated in Transcontinental 
Freight Bureau East-Bound tariffs No. 3-H (I. C. C. 
No. 906), effective December 6, 1909, and Supplement 
No. 2 to No. 7-B (I. C. C. No. 894), effective November 
15, 1909. 

It is further ordered, That said defendants, accord- 
ing as their routes may run, be, and they are hereby, 
notified and required to establish, on or before the ist 
day of September, 1910, and maintain in force there- 
after during a period of not less than two years, a rate 
for the transportation of lemons in carloads from 
shipping and producing points in southern California 
to points in other states of the United States designated 
in Transcontinental Freight Bureau East-Bound tariffs 
No. 3-H (I. C. C. No. 906), effective December 6, 1909, 
and Supplement No. 2 to No. 7-B (I. C. C. No. 894), 
effective November 15, 1909, which shall not exceed 
$1 per 100 pounds. 


Lumber Rates from Omaha Reduced 


No, 3049. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 156.) 
COMMERCIAL CLUB OF OMAHA 
vs. 
CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COM- 
PANY ET AL. 


Submitted May 12, 1910. Decided June 11, 1910. 


Rates on lumber from Omaha to certain points in Colorado, 
Kansas and Nebraska found to be unreasonable, and lower 
rates prescribed. 


E. J. MeVann for complainant. 


S. A. Lynde for Chicago & Northwesttern Railway 
company. 






















































































James E. Kelby for Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad company. 

M. L. Bell for Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way company. 
Edson Rich for Union Pacific Railroad company. 


Report of the Commission. 


CLARK, Commissioner: 

This complaint assails the rates on lumber in car- 
loads from Omaha and South Omaha, Neb., and Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, to points in South Dakota on what is 
known as the Niobrara branch of the Chicago & North- 
western railway, extending from Norfolk Junction, 
Neb., in a northwesterly direction to Dallas, S. D.; 
to points in Wyoming on the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy railroad, Torrington to Guernsey and Ironton, 
inclusive, all lying just west of the Nebraska state 
line; to points on the main lines of the Union Pacific 
railroad from Julesburg, Colo., to Beet Siding spur 
(La Salle), Colo., and from Tracy, Wyo., to Cheyenne, 
Wyo.; and to points on the main line of the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific railway beginning with Mahaska, 
Kan., just south of the Nebraska state line, and ex- 
tending westerly to Roswell, Colo. 

Originally the complaint was also directed against 
the rates of the Chicago & Northwestern railway to 
points in Wyoming from Vantassel to Casper, and to 
points in Wyoming on the Wyoming & Northwestern 
railway from Cadoma to Lander, but this portion of the 
complaint was withdrawn on the assurance of defend- 
ants that rates to these points would be satisfactorily 
adjusted. 

Discussion of the rates from Omaha is to be under- 
stood as including also South Omaha. No evidence was 
introduced with regard to rates from Council Bluffs, as 
such rates are based on fixed differentials or bridge 
charges higher than Omaha, and any revision of the 
Omaha rates would necessarily result in corresponding 
changes from Council Bluffs. 

The allegation is that the rates are unreasonable 
and excessive both in and of themselves, and “by com- 
parison with rates for similar services rendered by the 
defendants and other carriers under substantially similar 
circumstances and conditions.” Reliance is placed upon 
comparisons with rates from Lincoln, Neb., and with 
various state distance scales, including Nebraska state 
rates established under the so-called Aldrich law of 
July 5, 1907, which accomplished a horizontal reduction 
of 15 per cent in the rates in effect January 1, 1907, 
and, in addition, stress is laid by complainant upon the 
fact that through rates from most of the southern pro- 
ducing points are lower than the combinations of the 
rates from such producing points to Omaha, plus the 
local rates out. 

Complainant’s witnesses testified that their com- 
petition was largely with fir and white pine from the 
Pacific coast and the far northwest, and they referred 
to anticipated increased disadvantage to Omaha owing 
to reductions of from 5 to 9 cents per 109 pounds in the 
rates on fir lumber from the northwest to points in 
South Dakota here complained of, which reductions 
became effective March 1, 1910. It was admitted that, 
even with such reductions in the rates from the north- 
west, there would still remain an advantage in the 
rates on the southern products, but it was contended 
that prices f. o. b. mills in the south, $5 per 1,000 feet 
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higher than at the mills on the Pacific coast, made some 
difference in favor of the southern mills necessary. It 
was further shown that 90 per cent of complainant's 
members’ yellow pine shipments to points on the lines 
in question are made direct from the south on the 
through rates; only 10 per cent bsing shipped frem 
Omaha on the local rates. 

Complainant’s members keep large stocks of lum- 
ber on hand in their Omaha yards. This lumber is 
better seasoned and drier than that which comes direct 
from the mills, and includes such materials as heavy 
joists, timbers, sash, doors, etc., which the mills in the 
south do not generally have on hand for direct ship. 
ment. The advantage of maintaining yards at Omaha 


. is that points of consumption can be supplied more 


promptly therefrom than from the southern mills direct, 
and in shipments from Omaha yellow pine can be 
mixed, under lawful tariff provisions, with manufactured 
or partly finished articles, such as sash, doors, and mill- 
work, including porch columns, stairwork, etc., regardless 
of points of origin of same. 

Complainant’s desire is to extend the territory to 
which reshipments can be made from Omaha, and, 
obviously, to secure an adjustment that will enable 
jobbers at Omaha to operate on a parity with direct 
shippers from the south. 

Defendants deny that the rates are unreasonable per 
se, and contend that they are justified in maintaining 
through rates less than the combinations of locals, and 
that complainant is not warranted in expecting carriers 
to equalize in their rate adjustments disadvantages in 
market conditions. They insist that while the business 
of the Omaha lumber dealers is entitled to proper pro- 
tection, nevertheless any place at which dealers merely 
handle a product that is produced elsewhere presents, 
from an economic point of view, a condition entirely 
different from that presented at the place of production. 

Following is a comparison, in cents per 100 pounds, 
of the present rates of the Chicago & Northwestern 
railway from Omaha to the South Dakota points in- 
volved in the complaint, with rates from Omaha to 
points in Nebraska on the same branch: 


Miles Rate Miles Rate 
from from from from 


Stations. Omaha. Omaha, Stations. Omaha, Omaha. 
Niobrara, Neb... 182 12.75 St. Charles, S. D. 247 16.5 
Monowi, Neb..... 199 13.6 Herrick, 8S. D.... 252 17.0 
Bristow, Neb.... 212 14.456 Burke, S. D...... 258 17.0 
Anoka, Neb...... 227 15.3 Gregory, S. D.... 267 17.0 
Fairfax, S. D.... 234 15.8 Dallas, S. D...... 271 17.5 


Bonesteel, S. D.. 239 16.0 


Following is a comparison, in cents per 100 pounds, 
of the present rates of the Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific railway from Omaha to points in Nebraska on 
the same line, with rates to some of the Kansas points 
involved in the complaint: 


Miles Rate Miles Rate 

from from from from 

Stations. Omaha. Omaha. Stations. Omaha, Omaha. 
De Witt, Neb.... 99 7.65 Mankato, Kan... 182 12.0 
Jansen, Neb..... 109 7.65 Lebanon, Kan... 202 13.0 
Fairbury, Neb... 116 8.5 Phillipsburg, Kan. 244 15.0 
Thompson, Neb.. 123 8.5 Norton, Kan..... 278 17.0 
Mahaska, Kan... 130 10.0 Jennings, Kan... 302 18.5 
Belleville, Kan... 149 12.0 oo, As ee 348 19.0 
Courtland, Kan.. 165 12.0 Goodland, Kan... 384 29.0 


Following is a comparison, in cents per 100 pounds, 
of the present rates of the Union Pacific railroad from 
Omaha to points in Nebraska on the same line, with 
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rates to some of the Wyoming and Colorado points in- 
volved in the complaint: 


Miles Rate Miles Rate 

from from from from 

Stations. Omaha, Omaha. Stations. Omaha, Omaha. 
Sidney, Neb..... 413 19.55 Paxton, Neb. ... 321 17.85 
Dix, Neb......... 441 19.55 Ogallala, Neb.... 340 18.7 
Bushnell, Neb.... 462 19.55 Julesburg, Colo.. 371 18.7. 
Pine Bluff, Wyo. 472 23.0 Weir, Colo..,.... 376 19.55 
Tracy, Wyo...... 477 23.0 Sedgwick, Colo.. 385 28.0 
jurns, Wyo..... 489 23.0 Sterling, Colo.... 428 23.0 
Archer, Wyo..... 507 23.0 Union, Colo...... 452 23.0 
Cheyenne, Wyo.. 515 23.0 Orchard, Colo.... 488 23.0 
North Platte, Neb. 287 17.85 Kersey, Colo..... 514 23.0 
O’Fallons, Neb... 306 17.85 La Salle, Colo.... 523 23.0 


Following is a comparison, in cents per 100 pounds, 
of the present rates of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy railroad from Omaha to points in Nebraska on 
the same line with rates to some of the Wyoming points 
involved in the complaint: 


Miles Rate Miles Rate 
from from from from 
Stations. Omaha, Omaha. Stations. Omaha, Omanhu. 
Minatare, Neb... 472 21.25 Vaughan, Wyo... 519 32.0 
Mitchell, Neb.... 490 22.95 Wynecote, Wyo... 525 33. 
Morrill, Neb..... 496 23.8 Whalen, Wyo.... 53! 35.0 
Henry, Neb...... 504 30.0 Guernsey, Wyo.. 549 36.0 
Torrington, Wyo. 512 31.0 


Complainant alleges that at the points complained 
of on the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad the 
strongest competition is with fir lumber from _ the 
northwest, taking a rate of 40 cents per 100 pounds, and 
from the Inland Empire, taking a rate of 33 cents per 
100 pounds. These points are, as has been noted, on 
a branch line, and it may well be that for like dis- 
tances the rates should be higher than on main lines 
in well-developed territory, where the density of traffic 
is much greater. This observation applies also to the 
situation on the Niobrara branch of defendant Chicago 
& Northwestern. 

Indicative of the rate situation at the Colorado 
points on the Union Pacific railroad involved in this 
complaint the following comparison is made: 

From southern producing points to Denver, Colo., 
37 cents; from Denver to La Salle, Colo., 7.5 cents; 
total 44.5 cents. From southern producing points to 
Omaha, 26.5 cents; from Omaha to La Salle, Colo., 23 
cents; total 49.5 cents.’ 

The rate to Omaha has just been ordred reduced 
to 25 cents. La Salle is 523 miles from Omaha and 46 
miles from Denver. Under the new rate to Omaha the 
combination at La Salle will be 3.5 cents higher on 
Omaha than on Denver. Certainly this is not an 
unreasonable difference against Omaha if any consid- 
eration is given to distance from the distributing point 
and to the rights and interests of dealers at Denver. 

There is no good reason why defendants’ rates 
should be so adjusted that the Omaha dealers may 
merchandise, sort, and mix lumber at Omaha and dis- 
pose of it in all this territory on combination rates 
that are no higher than joint through rates from: points 
of production to the same points of consumption. If 
Omaha is entitled to such a rate adjustment it follows 
that other places would have the same right, and such 
& general adjustment would, apparently, be possible 
Only under the application of the postage-stamp theory 
of rates. 

It will be observed that defendants’ rates are con- 
Sistently graded out from Omaha to the Nebraska state 
line, and that, with the exception of the Chicago & 
Northwestern’s, they increase abruptly as soon as the 
State line is reached. 

Considering the whole situation, we are of the 
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opinion that defendants’ rates on lumber and other 
forest products grouped therewith in carloads from 
Omaha and South Omaha, Neb., to the following points, 
as shown in the first columns of the following tables, 
are unreasonable and excessive to the extent that they 
exceed the rates to the same points, as shown in the 
second columns, and that for the future the rates 
shown in the second columns should not be exceeded. 
CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY. 
[Rates in cents per 100 pounds.] 
Rates herein 


Present found to be 
From Omaha to— rates. reasonable. 
RR 2s. Cs aa ceatbeonbenseesp hanes 10.0 9.0 
PEE TE, CUGGeos bob bens occas ds ebecdbever 11.0 9.0 
a ers see es ere re a 11.0 10.0 
PPE, MEM, csc cinetoctcdtnsccetetseawes 12.0 10.0 
en = SS cs 6:0 6 obo tees obs s base abhoeee oe 2.0 11.0 
I TEs 5 occa vibe Vines leetwwwds dea cess 12.0 11.0 
CI, SR id. ba gnc tS ec barcas oh oleae ail oh 12.0 11.0 
PU DE, nb 5s dono be weds deleted osbence 12.0 11.5 
I > MEI & Avibg viedo woichwebie coho Okino trail 12.0 11.5 
NR EI Fs haa) Sila e sglad cu bio See ames 13.0 12.0 
CSO TV clic Cabiswa cnt oben ev he thgs sap ee 3.0 12.0 
SO. Pe as 6405-80 te cc dae ede bewead wade 13.0 12.0 
EA, EINE. no o d's we ark Be aha cake meheciwt 13.0 12.5 
SN ES, Pa Wits corneas kweteoheN eens 14.0 12.5 
eee eee GEO 6 ck ns ap bade bab os ahecukink 14.0 12.5 
pO SEE ee SR A 14.5 13.0 
Te TL ee errr ers Ti ris tii Tie o 14.5 13.0 
DR: FEE ian a ow 0 cb S CH Se 8 oes REM RES 00 theme 14.5 13.0 
OP UUU: NIN “us diac cv. be 06-00 av cede seuowes Uetane 15.0 13.0 
RE ENN, 2 asa e ss meisin oe ee bw aied 15.0 13.5 
IE Es 3 5.6 0:05 wa once Seb baw oper yes obs 15.5 13.5 
a Bh ee erry rr 16.0 13.5 
Rie, Ts io F653 oo Coho vSiead ubwemmeate 16.5 14.0 
Ce. MEE. caeecocdcevawncves cs wb¥s ees euwe 17.0 14.0 
iy. SS eres ore. Ve eee 17.0 14.0 
CE, SOR 8 vcs er ede tasers taeve wate tee 17.5 14.5 
CHB COD, TERR occ in chee owed oe sde vines sata 18.0 15.0 
Sees. TEER. on car gce ered th owsewveb eeay ees 18.5 15.0 
EE, SEEN, pcceecatccecaceesss so onengee ew 18.5 15.5 
0 ED ees re re Po 19.0 16.0 
«no. cbc cuhie Gaiden Se appa aere sn +S 19.0 17.9 
EE, | SAAR eee Payee ores ee 19.0 17.0 
Ce. TE 6 i808 6 eee wi ee vee SF GOR 6s Cawes 19.0 17.0 
CS Cs. ca iie Oy 6 ae Sie RENEA eo 6.8 9.5 18.0 
Brewster, Kan. 2... cvcccccccccccccsccessccves 20. 18.0 
SN ROE er er Tr re ke Cte 20. 18.5 
ONS Sh Ere rrr rt 20. 19.0 
Pr MS leave e pence boneh een aod eae 20.5 20.0 


Kanorado, Kan. 
Burlington, Colo. 





UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Rates in cents per 100 pounds.] ? 
Rates herein 


Present found to be 

From Omaha to— rates. reasonable. 
Eis. OF es we cc 00 e cb b6 ok we've seed enews d twan 23.0 21.5 
Ee rere err Tir rie ts 23.0 21.5 
I TR, ns op AOS CCK PEO ge oven OEE Ey ey 23.0 22.0 
PHEOUAIO, WHI, oi ho ne he eib ik owe neds cise viele oe 23.0 22.0 
SU, EOE once ins 5 00 bcd.0 bs Seep gsionavace 23.0 22.5 
ES, dina h 0h cae es oece sie. e 8 dtben vedee 23.0 22.5 
GHOVRIMD, “WYO. ocicidbigns c's ac tewc nsec Kee deaee 23.0 23.0 
Breer ree see 18.7 18.5 
(i a ene were et ee ef 19.55 19.0 
BI, CORO, (050 ag 0 6b Cee oe wetheaweesenmes sees 23.0 19.0 
CN Reese op are eetdececens copasestent 23.0 19.0 
ge 8 a ee re ee os Ye 23.0 19.5 
es Se VEO 55 6 ds idioin tn pe sas coves evecssess 23.0 19.5 
CA I, hbo cits Soot edge 600.0006 te 00 césee Va 23.0 20.0 
PE, DS 6 bw bio bic c Emibc cd coe Wwe vigis 0 Hs 23.0 20.0 
PG Rc. cts seh ccgoweee'y ows b0e@e 23.0 20.0 
A A a a er ee eee. See 23.0 20.0 
PE RES ci was ob eesd ve bees c OvieseVnceeeee 4 23.0 20.5 
Hayford, Colo, 2... ccccccccsesccssesvccccnce 23.0 20.5 
Sterling, COM. 2... ocvicccdeccwccccccsccccscoes 23.0 20.5 
Beet Sugar Factory Spur, Colo...........+- 23.0 20.5 
EE aah cckivectskass cane’ &3 050MM 23.0 20.5 
ATWOOE, COO, .ncccccecccdecccocesccceccsese 23.0 20.5 
Merino, Cole. ..cccccscccccccescccccevcessses 23.0 21.0 
Seite CNG 25 0 cde n.ge Vdc sce pestis codes eeeey wes 23.0 21.0 
ee re ee ey ots rk ee 23.0 21.0 
Balzac, Colo. ......ccccccccscecececesessoves 23.0 21.0 
CE COE. oc dba. « cb le WS ce bdble ocidim bos Hehe 23.0 21.0 
ee at” Fae ree eee eT ERTS 23.0 21.0 
OR | a ep ee er eee are er 23.0 21.0 
SR ODEN as a. 6. hb WG #87 re cow ve wee Sa aendewe 23.0 21.5 
oT ES ae earn rr ree 23.0 21.5 
PORTTOwe, TOI.) «oc aie cds cswe recess deseyy 23.0 21.5 
WRONG BED ice cb cece beets cpaestnacee 23.0 22.0 
GOOGMGE, DOM, vcccccsccccscvccvtvccugeace ee 23.0 22.0 
CECTIIE, COMET, kk 0 oc Feces 08 cds. Ure Hbile oh 23.0 22.0 
po a I ee rere rere 23.0 22.0 
pO a ore AP arya ery 1 23.0 22.0 
COREE, HCG, | ace oe i Sieg ce weneideinknecemnde 60 ‘ 23.0 22.5 
FERRE CIO vidc ccc cownns oth peeves scenes ses 23.0 





3 of 
Sand Pit Spur, Colo..... gp wise Siceds ded denes 23.0 22.5 





























































UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD—Continued. 
[Rates in cents per 100 pounds.] 


Rates herein 
Present found to be 


From Omaha to— rates. reasonable, 
eS de ns ada int baw Sind moe wi alae 23.0 22.5 
os be ca 6 tM 66 00.450 haneweree 23.0 22.5 
ER Cis ck bs aes bid H'6 oo ets wea bela’ oe 23.0 22.5 
De EE, COD, occ ccdcvcsivoepiesoce 23.0 22.5 


CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & QUINCY RAILROAD. 


[Rates in cents per 100 pounds.] 
Rates herein 


Present found to be 

From Omaha to— rates. reasonable. 
i 6 al, oe nek nbe ens en Ue wlews 31.0 $0.5 
Cts cake cse cb oc ee tidbapeese 32.0 31.0 


i es as cod dnegeeeeee tab ee ues 33.0 31.0 


ne CO, Lckcecccccteeceqtbedeee 34.0 32.0 
ME edb 6.s acct de et eecee epee esteess 35.0 32.0 
SEs MEOOL soraccedeveviceccoddecesocce 36.0 33.0 
SS. WEEE. jeccceveceresecscsseccndeeesase 36.0 53.0 


ORDER. 


At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., 
on the 11th day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar HE. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 


No. 3049. 
COMMERCIAL CLUB OF OMAHA 
vs. 


CHICAGO & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COM- 
PANY; CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & QUINCY 
RAILROAD COMPANY; THE CHICAGO, ROCK 
ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY; 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, AND 


WYOMING & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 


This case being at issue upon complaint and an- 
Swers on file, and having been duly heard and sub- 
mitted by the parties, and full investigation of the 
matters and things involved having been had, and the 
Commission having, on the date hereof, made and 
filed a report containing its findings of fact and con- 
clusions thereon, and having found that the above- 
named defendants’ rates on lumber and other forest 
products grouped therewith from Omaha and South 
Omaha, Neb., according as their routes may run, to 
the following points, as shown in the first columns of 
the following tables, are unreasonable and unjust to 
the extent that they exceed the rates to the same 
points, as shown in the second columns of. said tables, 
and that the rates shown in the second columns are 
reasonable and just and should not be exceeded for 
the future: 

It is ordered, That defendant the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company be, and it is hereby, 
notified and required to cease and desist, on or before 
the ist day of September, 1910, and for a period of 
not less than two years thereafter abstain, from 
exacting its present rates in cents per 100 pounds 
for the transportation of lumber and other forest 
products grouped therewith in carloads from Omaha 
and South Omaha, Neb., to the following points, as 


shown in the first column of the following table; and 
to establish, on or before said date, and maintain in 
force thereafter during a period of not less than two 
years, rates for the transportation of such commodities 


to the following 


from Omaha and South Omaha, Neb., 
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points, which shall not exceed the rates shown in the 
second column of the following table: 


RATES IN CENTS PER 100 POUNDS. 


Rates herein 
Present found to be 


From Omaha and South Omaha to— rates. reasonable, 
INEM. “CEEATE = Sos 'n6 was * ad gral WEba Cope hare o viees 10.0 9.0 
PUNO: MANES dip in ces Cewdawdesivecus Reels cene 11.0 9.0 
EL Nh ing. ced MUR Vee kidt bwe-cbdre'd-« 11.0 10.0 
RGU MI cc Vis Fe ck b Se SRETL 60 bedi weneeas 12.0 10.0 
PRPS svning ge lateathieds oduucdiociens 12.0 11.0 
Gs BEM. ‘grade 0WS 6 wes Oebicas 6 oe iubina tas © 12.0 11.0 
SCR, CEMNe Sadieds cise es eveeeeleeeebes 12.0 11.0 
OR, EI indy tis ck Wh webetab vee sbate ons 12.0 11.5 
ME MEM” co cccw otto tece tds GebauNeeetees 12.0 31.5 
NG s Suis dib.c'e ved vibe 0 ec bsen Cet h eK s 13.0 12.0 
RR HR sn. & darned s ob pelea Cakes ails ie ede 13.0 12.0 
SPE: MG, OV ice Selet ce veehs oe ke cdbe soeoees 13.0 12.0 
SEES, sd isp étcic bons c cnberadcuce tssred 13.0 2.5 
ES ees dun 4 cub senda Oeb.ons ee baS 14.0 12.5 
COE Sea daiee ess cpectindesecee dee 14.0 12.5 
EG EL a ace ala die & 6 0-9 ed :9'e ag 9's. demas Rie 14.5 13.0 

*  MEROR.” 24.6 6s Kedrsiagiak< Gilde b¥R4Raoe 14.5 13.0 
BO EEE OE er rer Ce ery ny eee 14.5 13.0 
Ce MENG Tn. Gas SWeeo ch Be v.cldbey CAC ECMES Ch0% 15.0 13.0 
TENE a ios.ce ninisie venecuptenaheen 15.0 13.5 
EE awd 0 cuuwh we uss 6 vcab cihee wad 15.5 13.5 
ie, Se) Sere re sr eee 16.0 13.5 
a sch eee tbs cordial od ono ep tene yee x 16.5 14.0 
Ce SE. 6 Gita oid He ard de Well beese cerbeoee 17.0 14.0 
E50 + ob diins e's gbbre 0 <0X4 « bpitilligd 48 17.0 14.0 
NE IN, Oh bv b's's oS uk Cus a 6e 6 bones Oe ee 17.5 14.5 
SID, J ehh ta 4. 0-cdWiew cso Covobew umeanes 18.0 15.( 
SE ERs cwescdtiaces cesveede tesvense cue 18.5 15.( 
ee ag Pe Serer er eee Peete ee ee 18.5 15.5 
nM. <5 suet £6 endl ete e bas ated nate 19.0 1¢ 5.0 
DO MS bce bb Ses cBe bes ens be eUeccdwe et 19.0 17.0 
SL Ds: nikita cis a 6.5 words satew Hed ee tenesniaguce 19.0 17.0 
Se Mn “oli ane 645. be atb'o +e bee we kh bent eee 19.0 17.0 
EVER.’ MEANS 5 veloc ole cd c's cic egewd¥le cen edbaes 19.5 18.0 
STO: TORT. wie dc cricceusrosecs veteusscees 20.0 18.0 
EE PEE a Wea db pec cudeces cedesine sree ceed és 20.0 18.5 
eo See eee eer ee eee 20.0 19.0 
PE MEM, vs redacioencvnsectetdeeteieokenk 20.5 20.0 
PEO, WR hoo cae cre ceceUssescinecveseus 20.5 20.0 
Burtimsten, Colo. occ cvdic covevesvscovseosces 22.0 21.0 


It is further ordered, That defendant Union Pacific 
Railroad company be, and it is hereby, notified and 
required to cease and desist, on or before the ist day 
of September, 1910, and for a period of not less than 
two years thereafter abstain, from exacting its present 
rates in cents per 100 pounds for the transportation of 
lumber and other forest products grouped therewith in 
carloads from Omaha and South Omaha, Neb., to the 
following points, as shown in the first column of the 
following table; and to establish, on or before said 
date, and maintain in force thereafter during a period 
of not less than two years, rates for the transportation 
of such commodities from Omaha and South Omaha, 
Neb., to the following points, which shall not exceed 


the rates shown in the second column of the following 
table: 
RATES IN CENTS PER 100 POUNDS. 


Rates herein 
Present found to be 


From Omaha and South Omaha to— rates. reasonable. 
gs EG nn a nee Gta hb hh BEGAA 6 ome Onee 23.0 21.5 
US a, a ad's 64 ave hee roneh eadeee aes 23.0 21.5 
SN, Se bs J Oa doe nakee Weehesd indo ecleneuee 23.0 22.0 
ELS IG. LS, wins Wowie with ads 0-0 chp ewes 23.0 22.0 
SN: SE A pave Ob au Cows aw ebakeoasabues 23.0 22.5 
Ey pI shea nacs 6h ba ebeine se baiee dead Kats 23.0 22.5 
Ss CEI, 0 Una cd vt tecdicecketcepebed 23.0 23.0 
I, Ae, Os i siise dacs Whe deeteeaees 18.7 18.5 
I os ells adie eiwkehe acme 19.55 19.0 
Pe SIE, SG Crk od od OAS Os CREO oc ENR vsaett 23.0 19.0 
A a ie Fas 5 ciilenins vp eelasees Cebe 23.0 19.0 
TR note ch ethscqgeseeoctesevesvs 23.0 19.5 
Os a RN oh 66 0 0b So chides Caqivetswets ie 23.0 19.5 
CN a sec tee nn saan ent Sess nd Coakent 23.0 20.0 
EE TRUE Rdlc Too 5 oo Gaede Chars b00eebE den oe 23.0 20.0 
oS REPS weer eyes rer Pree eee eer 23.0 20.0 
te SR | Jee. cit bh dancs heme teas om ae bes e6% 23.0 20.0 
A or on, eh udeebte ape set tte on obatené 23.0 20.5 
EE, OEE 6:s's Gabe od vee ise cevetssiptuces 23.0 20.5 
Sterling, De snake ee Da bane he 6040 8 dE Dake 23.0 20.5 
Beet Sugar Factory Spur, Colo,.... Sdcie'a otis 23.0 20.5 
SE. Seen ee emeeen ee cede edeaes cees 23.0 20.5 
BN GIG ne Rai ob sd sales ew dbase diees cvéses 23.0 20.5 
, Se ee ee Te eee eee er TTT rT eee Tr 23.0 21.0 
PROUR  TOOION © ok nf ds he see coc tecescacscosecepecs 23.0 21.0 
PROM, GHIA, ¢ cccdicig cero cccccvercesecscoseus 23.0 21.0 
Balzac, Colo. ......ccseveccveccscccvessccers 23.0 21.0 
TO, COIR. cece cc doctncccddcacépeeeckctocce 23.0 21.0 
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Cooper, Colo. 
Snyder, Colo. 
Dodd, Colo. . 
Fort Morgan 
Narrows, Co 
Weldon, Cole 
Goodrich, Co 
Orchard, Col 
Sublette, Co 
Masters, Col 
Canton, Cok 
Hardin, Colo 
Sand Pit Sp 
Kuner, Colo. 
Kersey, Colo 
Auburn, Col 
Beet Siding 
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Paoper, Sees ca esiasec ee scckecnkateeurtasess 23.0 21.0 
Snyder, Ra NE RADE, OR a oy Per BAe ne Aa 23.0 21.0 
Nodd, COM, acct hs cemgvic ds cesabicn Vecwocnawes 23.0 21.5 
Wort BEGUN, SON. oe ceca cccdecccccctecences 23.0 21.5 
MarrOwe,. CONG. RFS Sees. de see etwseresgee en 23.0 21.5 
SOG Ce Sidon she weesie cud asa ne eed bap eede 23.0 22.0 
Goodrich, DEE pd 4 hwo Cbbic at wtb es oud hoows 23.0 22.0 
Seehert SC: hn. + vhs dieteh 4eh 04een ee eee one 23.0 22.0 
Sublette, COO, 2... cc cccccc cc cesecccevccceves 23.0 22.0 
Masters, (COM 2603 cncosecncceccouvedvecesesss 23.0 22.0 
PCO CM Doh 4 ebbs. cb sb ww eho 08.6ees bene’ 23.0 22.5 
Bardin: GUlOs sensed iceicccsacdvcodesciovesece 23.0 22.5 
Gand Fie Gey GeO ns ac asewenedceeoeaegees 23.0 22.5 
Wanet;, GMs Get asi Cie eh hele kok sc teowlodtes 23.0 22.5 
Kersey, CO. ..ncccosccscotcccccvssesscceces 23.0 22.5 
AUDUFT, MOUNDS. cue coca cu cuecsavecevseteceebes 23.0 22.5 
Beet Siding BSpur, Coloss co... cicvcvvecscese 23.0 22.5 


And it is further ordered, That defendant Chicago, 
jurlington & Quincy Railroad company be, and it is 
hereby, notified and required to cease and desist, on or 
before the 1st day of September, 1910, and for a period 
of not less than two years thereafter .abstain, from 
exacting its present rates in cents per 100 pounds for 
the transportation of lumber and other forest products 
grouped therewith in carloads from Omaha and South 
Omaha, Neb., to ‘the following points, as shown in 
the first column of the following table; and to estab-,. 
lish, on or before said date, and maintain in force 
thereafter during a period of not less than two years, 
rates for the transportation of such commodities from 
Omaha and South Omaha, Neb., to the following 
points, which shall not exceed the rates shown in the 
second column of the following table: 

RATES IN CENTS PER 100 POUNDS. 


Rates herein 
Present found to be 


From Omaha and South Omaha to— rates. reasonable. 
SO. FE: eS eicadale sc oUReseeseeeneeteds 31.0 30.05 
We OU Civ elo Gccc.ccdctcoba oi bem beewes 32.0 31.00 
ROR, PE « bcleboa's cn do citedee Seen weed? 33.0 31.00 
re. CR TOI ns sc. v oe es 66 dod bbe wee aes 34.0 32.00 
WP SOE CURL i Wace db dow cle-c chddabaaecs beens 35.0 32.00 
GTC ERT, 7 ON ce vata cdubees Cube boeweawe 36.0 33.00 


ODER fe ee” ne iebecchs Ue tide bewevsiteves 36.0 33.00 


Arizona Lumber Rates Condemned 


No. 2821. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 119.) 
SAGINAW & MANISTEE LUMBER COMPANY ET AL 
vs. 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY COM- 
PANY ET AL. 
Submitted March 9, 1910. Decided June 7, 1910. 





Present rates on lumber in carloads from Williams, Flag- 
staff and Cliffs, Ariz., to Phoenix, Ariz., are unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceed 18 cents per 100 pounds. 

2. Present joint through rates on lumber from Williams, ‘Flag- 
staff and Cliffs to points upon the Phoenix & Eastern 
railroad are unreasonable to the extent that they exceed 
the rates named in the report herein. 

Complainants insist that defendants are guilty of undue 
discrimination in their lumber rates to Phoenix and 
points upon the Phoenix & Eastern because the rates 
from San Pedro are in many instances lower than those 
from Williams; but the same carrier does not transport 
lumber from both Williams and San Pedro. It has al- 
ready been decided herein that rates from Williams to 
points upon this line are unreasonable, and the Commis- 
sion cannot assume that the Southern Pacific company 
will so reduce its rates from San Pedro as to willfully 
defeat what has been found just. 


The common lumber produced at Williams must be sold 
in southern Arizona if complainants’ lumbering opera- 
tions are to be successfully continued, for it will not 
bear the cost of transportation by rail to distant markets, 
and the proportion of common lumber to the higher grades 
is so great that the manufacture cannot be successfully 
conducted unless the poorer grades can be disposed of in 
some market at a fair price. 

‘hrough routes for the transportation of lumber and tim- 
ber from Williams, Flagstaff and Cliffs to certain points 
in Arizona over various of defendant lines established and 
joint through rates prescribed for the future. 


5 


Humphrey, Grant & Baker for complainants. 
M. L. Bell, Hawkins & Franklin, and W. C. Barnes 
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for El Paso & Southwestern company. 

P. F. Dunne, C. W. Durbrow, E. S. Ives, and F. C. 
Dillard for Southern Pacific company, Maricopa & 
Phoenix Railroad company and Phoenix & Eastern 
Railroad company. 

T. J. Norton for Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway company; Santa Fe, Prescott & Phoenix Rail- 
way company, and Arizona & California Railway com- 
pany. 

F. C, Dillard for Gila Valley, Globe & Northern 
Railway company. 


Report of the Commission. 
PROUTY, Commissioner: 

The complainants in this proceeding are the Sagi- 
naw & Manistee Lumber company of Williams, the 
Arizona Lumber & Timber company of Flagstaff and 
the Greenlaw Lumber company of Cliffs, all in the 
territory of Arizona. Each of the complainants is en- 
gaged at the point of location in the operation of saw- 
mills; these different points are in near proximity to 
one another; rates to the destinations in controversy 
are and by the admission of all the parties should 
be the same from all the points, and in this discussion 
Williams will be used as typical of the three. 

The business of the complainants is the manufac- 
turing of rough and dressed lumber, and their three 
plants have a capacity of about 200,000,000 feet an- 
nually. The timber from which this lumber is manu- 
factured is located in the northern part of the territory 
of Arizona and is all within the United States timber 
reservation in the territory. While the complainants 
own very large amounts of this timber, they are 
obliged to log the same under the regulations of the 
Federal Forest Reserve, and it was said that this 
added 50 cents per thousand feet to the expense of 
taking off the logs. 

The cost of production at the mills of the com- 
plainants is heavy. But little industrial activity is to 
be found in this section aside from the operations of 
these sawmills. Labor is inefficient and wages are 
high. Supplies of all kinds must be brought in by 
freight and are extremely expensive. The cost of 
machinery and everything which must be obtained 
from a distance is excessive, owing to the high freight 
rates which must be paid. The water problem is a 
difficult one, the complainants having expended many 
thousands of dollars in providing reservoirs with which 
to store water for use in their boilers during the 
dry season. All this makes the cost of manufacture 
higher at these points than in most other sections of 
the United States. The timber itself is not of a high 
grade. The logs are small, and the per cent of clear 
lumber obtainable is comparatively low. Of the entire 
output 75 per cent grades as common. 

The clear lumber brings a high price at points 
of consumption and will bear transportation. This part 
of the output of the complainants sells in Colorado, 
Kansas, Nebraska, and points east in competition with 
fir, spruce, and sugar pine from the Pacific slope and 
with yellow pine from the south. About 20 per cent 
of the total product of the complainants is sold east 
of Albuquerque and is almost entirely high-grade stuff. 

The common lumber will not bear transportation 
and must be marketed in the vicinity. It can be 
used in the construction of buildings and in the min- 
ing operations which are carried on extensively in 
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southern Arizona and northern Mexico. There is an 
ample market in this region for all the lumber manu- 
factured by the complainants and much more were not 
that market invaded by outside competition. 

This competition is mainly from three _ sources. 
Mills operating upon the line of the Southern Pacific 
at interior points in California ship their product south 
and east via the Southern Pacific to these points of 
consumption in southern Arizona. This lumber passes 
in transit through Los Angeles. 

Lumber cut in the northwest, in Washington and 
Oregon, is transported by water to San Pedro, the 
port of Los Angeles, and is thence taken by rail to 
southern Arizona, The rail transportation is through 
Los Angeles and over the line of the Southern Pacific 
to destination. 

Yellow pine from Texas and Louisiana reaches these 
same points through El Paso. Here the transportation is 
ordinarily via the lines of the Southern Pacific to 
El Paso, and from El Paso either by those lines or the 
lines of the El Paso & Southwestern to destination. 
Of these three sources of competition that from the 
northwest through San Pedro seems to be most se- 
verely felt by the complainants. Competition from 
interior mills upon the Southern Pacific is the least 
forceful. 

The defendants in this proceeding are the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company; the Santa Fe, 
Prescott & Phoenix Railway company; the Arizona & 
California Railway company; the Maricopa & Phoenix 
Railroad company; the Phoenix & Eastern railroad 
company; the Gila Valley, Globe & Northern Railway 
company; the Southern Pacific company, and the El 
Paso & Southwestern company. 

The first three are Santa Fe lines; that is, the 
stock of the Santa Fe, Prescott & Phoenix, and of the 
Arizona & California companies is owned by the Atch- 
ison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company. The oper- 
ations of these three companies are independent of one 
another. 

The Maricopa & Phoenix, the Phoenix & Eastern, 
and the Gila Valley, Globe & Northern are subsidiary 
companies of the Southern Pacific; i. e., the stock of 
these corporations is owned by the latter company. 
Here, again, the operation is distinct. Each company 
files its own tariffs and maintains an entirely separate 
operating and accounting existence. 

The questions involved in this proceeding can be 
best understood by reference to the following map, 


which shows the situation of these different lines and 
localities: 


c= 
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hee ATCHISON TOPEKA & SANTA FC 
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The points which the complainants desire to reach 
are those located upon the Phoenix & Eastern, upon 
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the main line of the Southern Pacific between Mari. 
copa and Bowie, upon the Gila Valley, Globe & North. 
ern, and upon the El Paso & Southwestern. Lumber 
from the complainants’ mills to these various points 
via the route which the complainants asked to have es. 
tablished would in all cases pass from Williams over 
the main line of the Santa Fe to Ashfork, thence over 
the Santa Fe, Prescott & Phoenix to Phoenix, where 
it is received by the Southern Pacific lines. Its entire 
transportation up to Phoenix is therefore in all cases 
over the lines. of the Santa Fe. The rate from Will. 
iams to Phoenix is challenged in this proceeding, but 
the complaint does not put in issue rates to points upon 
the Santa Fe north of Phoenix or other than Phoenix. 
The Phoenix & WBHastern extends from Phoenix to 
Winkelman, a distance of 89 miles. The Maricopa & 
Phoenix runs from Maricopa upon the main line of 
the Southern Pacific to Phoenix. From Tempe to 
Phoenix, a distance of 8 miles, the same track is used 


“by both these companies. 


Lumber from the mills of the complainants for 
points upon the Phoenix & Eastern is received by that 
line at Phoenix. Lumber from San Pedro for points 
upon the Phoenix & Eastern is transported over the 
Southern Pacific main line to Maricopa, thence by the 
Maricopa & Phoenix to Tempe, where it is 
by the Phoenix & Eastern. 


received 


The distance from Williams to Tempe is 225 miles; 
from San Pedro to Tempe, via Maricopa, 439 miles. 
It will be seen, therefore, that in reaching Tempe and 
other points upon the Phoenix & Eastern the distance 
from San Pedro is 214 miles greater than from Williams. 

The capital stock of the Phoenix & Eastern was 
formerly owned by the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, 
but was purchased from that company by the Southern 
Pacific in the year 1907. While the Santa Fe was the 
owner of the Phoenix & Eastern, joint rates were estab- 
lished from Williams to points upon this line. As soon 
as the Southern Pacific acquired the ownership of the 
Phoenix & Eastern these joint rates were canceled, 
and for a time no joint rates were in effect. Re- 
cently, however, joint rates have been restored and 
are now in effect from the mills of the complainants 
via the Santa Fe lines and the Phoenix & Eastern to 
points upon the latter line. Joint rates have also been 
established from San Pedro to these same points upon 
the Phoenix & Eastern, and the complainants insist 
both that the rates from their mills are unreasonably 
high and that the relation of rates from their mills as 
compared with those from San Pedro is unduly discrim- 
inatory against them. 

The tariffs of all lines in this region name rates on 
lumber which are distinct from those on timber. Tim- 
ber is defined as 2 by 6 inches and larger in size. 
Everything which is not timber is classified as lum- 


ber. Rates upon timber are usually materially lower 


than those upon lumber. 

This distinction in naming rates upon lumber is 
not observed generally. The alleged justification for it 
here is that the value of timber is much less and that 
in the mines, where it is mainly used, it comes into 
competition with unsawed poles, which are cut in the 


vicinity. The attorney for the complainants, upon the 
argument, stated that this was wrong and should be 





July 9, 1910 


corrected} 
plainant, a 
opinion, th 
generally f 
apparent it 
and we ha 
this respec 

Rates 
Eastern fr 


Ke 


It wil 
Williams i 
Pedro, but 
from San 
as great. 


Before 
upon the 
claims of 
to Phoeniy 

The f 
unreasonal 
is 217 mil 
Fe, and 1 
nix. The 
plainants 
mately 50 
of about 

We h 
Fe, Prese 
tion or © 
mills of 
favor of 
this line 
that freig 

We a 
the mills 
and that 
100 poun 
tariffs of 
timber ar 

We 
through 
points up 
49 O00 peo 
K a 
Winkelma 

The 
guilty of! 
their rat 
& Easte 
many ca 
that the 
between 
points a 

The 
is, as al 


lumber ° 
in the 








Mari- 
orth- 
mber 
Oints 
S e8- 
Over 
over 
here 
ntire 
cases 
Will- 
but 
upon 
1ix, 
ix to 
a & 
ie of 
e to 
used 


; for 
that 
Oints 
the 

y the 
eived 


niles: 
niles. 
+ and 
tance 
iams, 
was 
1 Fe, 
thern 
s the 
2stab- 
soon 
f the 
celed, 

Re- 
and 
nants 
rn to 
been 
upon 
insist 
nably 
Is as 
crim- 


es on 
Tim- 
size. 


lum- 
lower 


er is 
for it 
| that 

into 
n the 
n the 
ld be 





July 9, 1910 








corrected; but the president for the principal com- 
plainant, as a witness upon the trial, said that, in his 
opinion, the distinetion ought to be observed. It is 
generally found in the lumber tariffs in that region; no 
apparent injustice arises out of it to the complainants, 
and we have, in deciding this case, left these tariffs in 
this respect as we find them. 7 

Rates to the principal points upon the Phoenix & 
Eastern from Williams and San Pedro are as follows: 


—From Williams.—-- ——From San Pedro.— 

Dis- Lumber Timber Dis- Lumber Timber 

tance. Rate. tate. tance. Rate. Rate. 

To Miles. Cents. Cents. Miles. Cents. Cents. 
Mies. . scp taeasietas ae 31 28 446 40 27 
BMIVIN . i -d0bs00s 0d 298 37% 28 512 40 27 

Winkelman ....... 313 37% 28 527 40 27% 


It will be seen that the rate on lumber from 
Williams is in all cases somewhat lower than from San 
Pedro, but that the rate on timber is in all cases lower 
from San Pedro, although the distance is nearly twice 
as great. 

Before considering rates from Williams to points 
upon the other defendant lines, we may consider the 
claims of the complainants with respect to these rates 
to Phoenix and to points upon the Phoenix & Eastern. 

The first claim is that these rates are inherently 
unreasonable. The distance from Williams to Phoenix 
is 217 miles, 27 miles over the main line of the Santa 
Fe, and 190 miles over the Santa Fe, Prescott & Phoe- 
nix, The average distance from all the mills of the com- 
plainants to ,Ashfork, the junction point, is approxi- 
mately 50 miles, making an average distance to Phoenix 
of about 240 miles. 

We have very little information as to the Santa 
Fe, Prescott & Phoenix touching the cost of construc- 
tion or operation. It is said that the grades from the 
mills of the complainant to Phoenix are decidedly in 
favor of the movement of this traffic. Business upon 
this line is comparatively light and conditions are such 
that freight rates should be higher than the average. 

We are of the opinion that the present rates from 
the mills of the complainants to Phoenix are excessive 
and that those rates ought not to exceed 18 cents per 
100 pounds in carloads, minimum 40,000 pounds. The 
tariffs of the Santa Fe make no distinction between 
timber and lumber. 

We are further of the opinion that the joint 
through rates from the mills of the complainants to 
points upon the Phoenix & Eastern, carloads, minimum 
40,000 pounds, ought not to exceed the following: 


Lumber Timber 
Rate. Rate. 


Cents. Cents. 
PIS S3 ards bn one a Cab etie din’ won Kb cn SV ORAS Oielb.0 eh 26 18 
I ER a Uwe Sow he eA ed ciN 6 Sess Ob BWC Gass oka DR 27 19 
W aa a 5 dd Sig ahaa Ak oie Sia eae tee ¢ oe thie 28 20 


The complainants claim that the defendants are 
guilty of undue discrimination in the adjustment of 
their rates to Phoenix and points upon the Phoenix 
& Eastern, in that the rates from San Pedro are in 
many cases lower than those from Williams. They insist 
that the Commission should determine a fair differential 
between San Pedro and Williams to these destination 
points and should enforce that differential by its order. 

The average distance from these complaining mills 
is, as already noted, about 240 miles from Phoenix. The 
lumber which competes with Williams at Phoenix is cut 
in the far northwest—in Washington and in Oregon. 
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This lumber is transported by water to San Pedro, a 
distance of nearly 1,500 miles, and from San Pedro to 
Phoenix by rail, a distance of 447 miles. 

It often happens that the cost of transportation by 
water from a distant point is less than the cost of 
carriage by rail from some much nearer point, and in 
such case the water point, although farther away in 
miles is still nearer in the actual cost of transportation; 
but here not only is this lumber carried long distances 
by water, but is subsequently transported almost twice 
as far by rail as is that produced at Williams. 

There is the further fact that the common lumber 
produced at Williams must be sold in southern Arizona 
if these lumbering operations are to be successfully con- 
tinued, for it will not bear the cost of transportation by 
rail to distant markets, and the proportion of common 
lumber to the higher grades is so great that the manu- 
facture cannot be successfully conducted unless the 
poorer grades can be disposed of in some market at a 
fair price. 

The complainants also insist that the quality of their 
lumber is somewhat inferior to that from the northwest, 
in that its tensile strength is less and that the cost of 
manufacture is much greater. 

There would seem to be no doubt that if the same 
carrier transported this lumber from both Williams and 
San Pedro under exactly the conditions which now ob- 
tain, the rate from Williams to Phoenix and to points 
upon the Phoenix & Eastern should be lower than from 
San Pedro, and that to maintain from both these points 
the same rate, certainly to maintain from San Pedro a 
lower rate, would be an undue discrimination, in viola- 
tion of the act to regulate commerce, 

But this service is not performed by the same car- 
rier. The Santa Fe lines transport the lumber from 
Williams to Phoenix, while the Southern Pacific lines 
carry it from San Pedro to Phoenix. Manifestly in case 
of Phoenix it cannot be held that either carrier discrimi- 
nates against the mills of the complainants because it 
sees fit to make or to refuse to make a rate lower than 
is inherently reasonable to that destination. 

With respect to points upon the Phoenix & Eastern 
it is somewhat different. The stock of this railroad is 
ewned by the Southern Pacific company, but the prop- 
erty itself is operated as an independent line. Treating 
it as independent, it transports lumber from both Wil- 
liams and San Pedro to stations along its route and may 
therefore be guilty of discrimination if it accords a more 
favorable rate to the one than to the other. Just what 
effect the ownership of the stock by the Southern Pacific 
may have we do not attempt at this time to decide. Tak- 
ing all things into account, we are of the opinion, as 
already suggested, that rates from Williams to points 
upon this line ought to be somewhat lower than from 
San Pedro. We have established a reasonable rate from 
Williams, and we cannot assume that the Southern Pa- 
cific company will so reduce its rates from San Pedro as 
to wilfully defeat what has been found just. 

The complainants ask us to establish through routes 
and reasonable joint rates to Red Rock. Tucson and Ben- 
son upon the main line of the Southern Pacific; to Tomp- 
stone, Bisbee, Naco and Douglas upon the El Paso & 
Southwestern, and to Globe, upon the Gila Valley, Globe 
& Northern. The rates in effect at the present time 




































































92 THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


via this route from Williams and San Pedro, together 
with the respective distances, are given below: 


—From Williams.—— -—~—From San Pedro.— 
Dis- Lumber Timber Dis- Lumber Timber 


dance, Rate. Rate. tance. Rate. Rate. 

To— Miles. Cents. Cents. Miles. Cents. Cents. 
Red Rock ......... 306 70.5 70.5 493 35.0 21.5 
ee ee! 86.5 86.5 526 35.0 21.5 
OS rer ree 101.0 101.0 575 35.0 21.5 
Tombstone ....... 416 123.0 123.0 599 44.5 23.0 
PN So Shik Sua ks 451 131.0 131.0 639 51.5 22.5 
ES eds» ois odin @ 440 131.0 131.0 627 51.5 31.3 
ee 466 144.0 144.0 653 54.0 31.8 
a ee 577 146.25 146.25 764 50.0 33.5 


It was stated by the Southern Pacific upon the trial 
that these rates from Williams were merely paper rates 
and that traffic could not move under them. There 
seems to be a rate to Tombstone via the Santa Fe east 
and south to Deming and the El] Paso & Southwestern 
from Deming of 53 cents upon lumber and 42.5 cents upon. 
timber, but the distance via this route is more than 50 
per cent greater than that via Maricopa, and no rate 
could be reasonably established over this longer distance 
which would enable the complainants to compete with 
San Pedro at these points. 

We find that there is at the present time no rea- 
sonable and satisfactory through route between Williams, 
Cliffs and Flagstaff, as points of origin, and the above- 
named points as destinations. 

We are of the opinion that through routes for the 
transportation of lumber from Williams, Flagtaff and 
Cliffs, as points of origin, to the above-named places as 
points of destination should be established via the Atchi- 
son, Topeka & Santa Fe; the Southern Pacific; the Santa 
Fe, Prescott & Phoenix; the Maricopa & Phoenix; the El 
Paso & Southwestern, and the Gila Valley, Globe & 
Northern, according as the various points are reached by 
these lines, and that reasonable joint rates, carloads. 
minimum 40,000 pounds, in cents per 100 pounds, should 
not exceed the following: 


Lumber Timber 


Rate. Rate. 

To— Cents. Cents. 
IS Se cathy gal sa Stine alae hoch ie ele bieel os 3 OS aa ae 28 19 
2628 va ie bike 6 eho e wow edebe® eee rebate ee cae 28 13 
IS id oti hee a wale wh, ¢ 6s Gees oieluants endieenew eso 30 21 
OD 5 Lith hada.» 6 Soa ew bie os 0 0'b- oe Mm nae soe 33 23 
ESOS © arta diy tld kak eb <b h aed ¢-abw obiere eawiede sou 36 24 
NS Sire Bd oe i wae 6 mh oo ee Oe ON ee art's een ees es 36 24 
i Sittin Seely Lele... cts ceeukk te eee 6 ons oes eUn 38 25 
gL St, SEE Sn a Ses ae ems Cre 44 30 





ORDER. 


At a general session of the ‘Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., on 
the 7th day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 

No. 2821. 

SAGINAW & MANISTEE LUMBER COMPANY; ARI- 
ZONA LUMBER & TIMBER COMPANY, AND 
GREENLAW LUMBER COMPANY 

vs. 

THE ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY 
COMPANY; SANTA FE, PRESCOTT & PHOENIX 
RAILWAY COMPANY; ARIZONA & CALIFORNIA 
RAILWAY COMPANY; THE MARICOPA & PHOE- 
NIX RAILROAD COMPANY; PHOENIX & EASTERN 
RAILROAD COMPANY; SOUTHERN PACIFIC 
COMPANY; GILA VALLEY, GLOBE & NORTHERN 
RAILWAY COMPANY, AND EL PASO & SOUTH- 
WESTERN COMPANY. 
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This case being at issue upon complaint and answers 
on file, and having been duly heard and submitted by ih, 
parties, and full investigation of the matters and things 
involved having been had, and the Commission ‘having. 
on the date hereof, made and filed a report containing 
its findings of fact and conclusions thereon: 

It is ordered, That such-of the defendants as partici- 
pate in the traffic be, and they are hereby, notified anq 
required to cease and desist, on or before the ist day 
of September, 1910, and for a period of not less than 
two years thereafter abstain, from exacting their present 
rates for the transportation of lumber in carloads from 
Williams, Flagstaff and Cliffs, Ariz., to Phoenix, Ariz.: 
which said rates are found by the Commission in 
report to be unreasonable. 

It is further ordered, That said defendants be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to establish, on 
or before the Ist day of September, 1910, and mauntain 
in force thereafter during a period of not less than two 
years, rates for the transportation of lumber in carloads 
from Williams, Flagstaff and Cliffs, Ariz., to Phoenix 
Ariz., which shall not exceed 18 cents per 100 pounds 
which said rates are found by the Commission in its 
port to be reasonable, 

It is further ordered, That such of the defendants as 
participate in the traffic be, and they are hereby, notified 
and required to cease and desist, on or before the 1st 
day of September, 1910, and for a period of not less than 
two years thereafter abstain, from exacting their present 
joint through rates for the transportation of lumber and 
timber in carloads from Williams, Flagstaff and Cliffs 
Ariz., to the following points upon the line of the Phoe- 
nix & Eastern Railroad company: Mesa, Kelvin and 
Winkelman, Ariz.; which said joint through rates are 
found by the Commission to be unreasonable. 

It is further ordered, That said defendants be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to establish, on o1 
before the 1st day of September, 1910, and maintain in 
force thereafter during a period of not less than two 
years, joint through rates for the transportation of lum 
ber and timber in carloads from Williams, Flagstaff and 
Cliffs, Ariz., to the following points upon the line of th« 
Phoenix & Eastern Railroad company, not exceeding the 
following, in cents per 100 pounds, with minimum car- 
load weight of 40,000 pounds, to wit: 


its 


Lumber Ti 
Rate. Ra 

To— 
US ins 6 Salt be o'pleogh bis 
Kelvin, Ariz. 
Winkelman, Ariz. 


which said joint through rates are found by the Com 
mission to be reasonable. 

It is further ordered, That defendants the Atchison 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company; Southern Pacifi 
company; Santa Fe, Prescott & Phoenix Railway com- 
pany; the Maricopa & Phoenix Railway company; E! 
Paso & Southwestern company and Gila Valley, Globe 
& Northern Railway company, be, and they are hereby, 


notified and required to cease and desist, on or be 
fore the Ist day of September, 1910, from exacting for 


the transportation of lumber and timber in carloads 
over their lines, according as their various routes maj 


run, from Williams, Flagstaff and Cliffs, Ariz., to the 
following points in Arizona, to wit: Red Rock, Tucson, 
Benson, Tombstone, Bisbee, Naco, Douglas and Globe, 
“their present rates; which said rates are found by the 


Commission to be unreasonable. 
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It is further ordered, That said last-named defend- 
ants be, and they are hereby, notified and required to 
establish and put in force, on or before the ist day of 
September, 1910, and for a period of at least two years 
thereafter maintain, through routes for the transportation 
of lumber and timber in carloads over their lines, ac- 
cording as their various routes may run, from Williams, 
Flagstaff and Cliffs, Ariz., to the following points in Ari- 
gona, to wit: Red Rock, Tucson, Benson, Tombstone, 
Bisbee, Naco, Douglas and Globe; as the Commission 
finds that at the present time no reasonable and satis- 
factory through routes exist between said points. 

And it is further ordered, That said last-named de- 
fendants be, and they are hereby, notified and required 
to establish and put in force, on or before the Ist day of 
September, 1910, and for a period of at least two years 
thereafter maintain and apply to the transportation of 
lumber and timber in carloads over their lines, according 
as their various routes may run, from Williams, Flagstaff 
and Cliffs, Ariz., to the below-named points in Arizona, 
joint through rates not exceeding the following, in cents 
per 100 pounds, in carloads, minimum 40,000 pounds: 


Lumber Timber 


Rate. Rate. 

To Cents. Cents. 
Red Rock Serene eee eee ee ee ee 2 ee a 28 19 
FNS cicR Ses CNR Ss Hebe dedbi'h 0s VOLE Se batke ASU 28 19 
eine © clouds. 6 te oe aria inid eee ala aiaals aasiens Mudie a 30 21 
SET .. o Pica h On bs Cuvee ets feeene wes eeaeas Gee ee 33 3 
GL -sKbroaans < c UeicesbEUed 6 8Cu bd wc oR One) cute weuees 36 24 
I Coe il Oe ee rig ah a ee i 2 36 24 
NS >. cic -oid Cees de Gd aes ok WEUCUS s Vodbdvceh Seeabees 38 25 
RE Ati E atthe BS tem cbisiocn-p.06,are.4 seine Alas toe eee 44 30 


which said joint through rates are found by the Com- 
mission to be reasonable. 


May Make Distinction in Rates 





No. 2002. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 285.) 
ST. PAUL BOARD OF TRADE ET AL, 
VS. 
ST. PAUL & SAULT STE. MARIE 
RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Submitted December 15, 1909. 


MINNEAPOLIS, 


Decided June 10, 1910. 

the defendant maintains two proportional rates out of Min- 
nesota concentrating markets to Manistique, Mich., on 
butter and eggs destined to eastern points, one of 20 cents 
and one of 40 cents per 100 pounds, the former being limited 
in its application to butter and eggs that have reached the 
concentrating points over defendant’s line, and the 40-cent 
rate being an open rate applicable on butter and eggs 
reaching those markets over other rails; Held, That the 
defendant may make a distinction in its rates between 
shipments originating at the concentrating points, so far 
s its line is concerned, and traffic upon which it has had 
a haul into the concentrating points; but it may do this 
only under proper tariff provisions connecting the inbound 
with the outbound movements, and then anly when the 
inbound movement to the concentrating point proceeds 
under rates on file with this Commission. 


Durment & Moore for complainants. 
Alfred H. Bright for defendant. 


Report of the Commission, 
HARLAN, Commissioner: 

This complaint was filed by two associations, the 
St. Paul Board of Trade and the Minneapolis Produce 
Exchange, as joint petitioners. It involves the rela- 
tion of the rates of the defendant, as between St. Paul 
and Minneapolis on the one hand and Paynesville and 
Alexandria on the other, all in the state of Minnesota, 
on shipments of butter and eggs to Manistique, in the 
State of Michigan, when destined beyond to eastern 
Points, It is alleged that the present adjustment re- 
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sults in a discrimination against the dealers in those 
commodities at St. Paul and Minneapclis, which, for 
convenience, are hereinafter referred to as the Twin 
Cities, and in an undue advantage to the dealers at 
Paynesville and Alexandria. The complaint is inarti- 
ficially drawn, but taken with the record we understand 
that the issue the petitioners desire to present arises 
out of substantially the following facts: 

Paynesville and Alexandria are on the line of the 
defendant, about 83 miles and 137 miles, respectively, 
west of Minneapolis, and are concentrating points for 
a considerable volume of butter and eggs produced in 
the adjoining and tributary farming districts. From 
Paynesville-the defendant for some time has maintained 
two proportional rates to Manistique, one of 20 cents 
and the other of 40 cents per 100 pounds, applicable 
on through shipments of butter and eggs in carloads 
to eastern destinations. It has also maintained on the 
same traffic two proportional rates from Alexandria to 
Manistique, one of 27 cents, which has been reduced 
to 20 cents since the complaint was filed, and the other 
of 40 cents. Under tariff provision to that effect the 
20-cent rate, now in effect from both points, is limited 
to butter and eggs that have come into those markets 
over the rails of the defendant. The 40-cent rate from 
both points is an open proportional rate to Manistique, 
applicable on through shipments of butter and eggs orig- 
inating at those points or that have come in over the 
rails of other carriers from more distant points of pro- 
duction. 

At the time the complaint was filed the only avail- 
able rate from the Twin Cities to Manistique, on move- 
ments to points beyond, was a 40-cent proportional 
rate. But the defendant has since established from 
those markets a proportional rate of 20 cents per 100 
pounds, applicable, however, as is the case with the 
similar rate from Paynesville and Alexandria, only 
when the butter and eggs are brought into the Twin 
Cities over the line of the defendant. And herein lies 
the trouble as we gather it from the record. Although 
the subsequent publication of a 20-cent proportional 
rate from the Twin Cities to Manistique satisfies the 
complaint on the face of the record, in that it makes 
St. Paul and Minneapolis common points with Paynes- 
ville and Alexandria under both the 20-cent and the 40- 
cent rates, the adjustment does not give the dealers at 
the Twin Cities the practical results that they desire. 
It appears that little if any traffic moves from Alex- 
andria and Paynesville under the 40-cent rate to 
Manistique; this is due to the fact that the butter and 
eggs shipped from those two points to the east largely 
originate on the line of the defendant at producing 
points north and west of Alexandria and Paynesville, 
and therefore take the 20-cent rate. On the other 
hand, very little of the traffic from the Twin Cities to 
Manistique enjoys the benefit of the 20-cent rate, for 
the reason, as we are advised, that the larger part of 
the butter and eggs concentrated at the Twin Cities 
comes in over other lines and therefore takes the 40-cent 
rate to Manistique. The complainants assert in fact that 
the 20-cent rate from Minneapolis and St. Paul is of 
practically no advantage to the dealers in butter and 
eggs at those points; and this must necessarily be the 
case, except as to butter and eggs back-hauled by the 
defendant from points east of the Twin Cities, or pro- 
duced on its line west of those markets at points from 
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which they can reach the Twin Cities at a local rate 
that is equal to or less than the local rate for the 
back haul to Alexandria or Paynesville. Apparently 
such points do not furnish much traffic, and they are 
not the subject of any substantial controversy on the 
record. The bulk of the defendant’s traffic in these 
commodities is produced at points on its line in 
Minnesota and the Dakotas west of Paynesville and 
north of Alexandria; and so long as the Twin Cities, 
which are about 100 miles more distant from _ those 
points, take the same proportional rate to Manistique 
that is applicable on shipments from Alexandria and 
Paynesville, the traffic is concentrated to better advan- 
tage at the latter points because of the shorter local 
haul and the consequent lower charge on the inbound 
movement, 

For these reasons and with respect to the greater 
part of the traffic the parity of rates between the com- 
peting markets is therefore largely a technical one, 
and exists, so far as practical results are concerned, 
only on the face of the defendant’s tariff schedules. 
The proportional rate from Manistique to the east, tak- 
ing Boston as a typical destination, is 71 cents per 100 
pounds. This, added to the 20-cent proportional rate 
to Manistique on traffic concentrated at these markets 
over the defendant line, makes a total through charge 
to Boston of 91 cents per 100 pounds. This is the 
through outbound charge generally paid by the dealers 
of Alexandria and Paynesville. But the butter and eggs 
that move from the Twin Cities to Boston, as hereto- 
fore explained, ordinarily take the 40-cent proportional 
rate to Manistique, making a total through outbound 
charge of $1.11 per 100 pounds. Disregarding the in- 
bound movement to the several markets, the dealers 
at the Twin Cities on traffic actually moved through to 
Boston’ therefore pay 20 cents per 100 pounds more, 
although the haul is substantially 100 miles less, than 
the through outbound charges usually paid by their 
competitors at Alexandria and Paynesville over the 
same route. The complainants are not Satisfied there- 
fore with the fact that the defendant’s tariff now 
names the same proportional rates from the Twin 
Cities as from the other two markets, but insist upon a 
parity in the total through charges on the traffic as it 
actually moves from the concentration points. And in 
order to secure that result they contend that the 20-cent 
proportional rate now in effect from the Twin Cities to 
Manistique should be made an open rate, available on 
all shipments to the east, whether the butter and eggs 
are concentrated at those markets over the line of the 
defendant, or are brought in over other lines. They 
contend in fact that not only should the proportional 
rate be an open rate but that the Twin Cities should 
take a rate somewhat lower, because of the shorter haul 
to the east, than the proportional rate accorded to 
Alexandria and Paynesville. This seems to be the 
specific relief that the complainants are seeking. 

The record, however, does not afford us a basis for 
any such order. We are not prepared to say, as a 
matter of law, that the 20-cent rate must necessarily 
be an open rate from the Twin Cities. The defendant 
is entitled to adjust its rates in such manner that the 
butter and eggs produced in volume at distant, points 
on its line may reach the eastern markets at a rea- 
sonable through charge. With this end in view, and if 
the transit privilege is properly policed so as to avoid 
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abuses, we see no reason why the defendant may jot 
make a distinction in its rates between butter anq 
eggs that originate at the concentration points, so far 
as its line is concerned, and butter and eggs upon which 
it has had a haul into the concentration points; but it 
can do this only under proper tariff provisions 
necting the inbound with the outbound movement and 
thus fixing the through charges from the producing 
point. To hold otherwise would require it to exclude 
from consideration the rates and other conditions un- 
der which other lines may bring butter and eggs to these 
points, and would put it beyond the power of the de. 
fendant so to adjust its own rates as to enable butter 
and eggs produced on its line north and west of the 
concentration points to compete at destination with 
butter and eggs produced at the concentration points 
or which may have been brought in under favorable 
terms over other lines. We are not able, therefore, 
to accept as sound the contention of the complainant 
that, as a matter ofe law, the 20-cent proportional rate 
out of the Twin Cities cannot legally be limited in its 
application to butter and eggs that have reached those 
markets over the line of the defendant. 

We have not examined in detail the local rates of 
the defendant from producing points on its line into 
the Twin Cities and into Alexandria and Paynesville, 
nor are we advised as to the local competitive or trans- 
portation conditions that may properly affect those 
rates. But so far as the record gives us any light on 
the matter we see no reason why the total through 
charges from a given producing point on the line of the 
defendant to Manistique, on a shipment destined beyond, 
should be greater when the traffic is concentrated at 
the Twin Cities than the total through charges based 
on Alexandria or Paynesville. Apparently such a rate 
parity is maintained by the defendant as to many pro- 
ducing points on its line, and as now advised we see 
no reason why it should not establish and maintain a 
similar relation of rates from all such points, at least 
where no local competitive or transportation conditions 
require a different adjustment. 

In this connection it may be well to call attention 
to the fact that the less-than-carload shipments of but- 
ter and eggs from Minnesota points into Alexandria and 
Paynesville, as well as from the same points into the 
Twin Cities, apparently move under state rates that 
are not published with this Commission. At this late 
day in the discussion of Such matters it ought not to be 
necessary to point out to the defendant that its attempt 
to connect outbound interstate movements with inbound 
movements to a concentrating point under rates not on 
file with this Commission is unlawful. Its outbound 
20-cent proportional rate can lawfully be limited only 
to inbound movements under rates on file here. This 
defect in the present practice of the defendant must 
at once be corrected. 

We shall enter no order for the present, but shall 
look to the defendant to adjust its rate schedules on 
this traffic in conformity with the suggestions here 
made, and to so advise the Commission. It must be 
understood that the application of the 20-cent outbound 
proportional rate may lawfully be limited only to trafiic 
that has reached the concentrating point over the line 
of the defendant under rates published and filed with 
the Commission, and that the defendant will at once 
incorporate into its tariffs proper reconsigning and cot- 
centrating or transit provisions: to that effect. 


COon- 
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Rules on Pick-Up and Delivery 





No. 2820. 


9 T.-C. ©. wee. 225.) 
AUGUST H. STRAUSS 
Vs. 


AMERICAN EXPRESS COMPANY ET AL. 


Submitted April 4, 1910. Decided June 3, 1910, 


Defendants’ refusal to gather and deliver interstate express 


-ackuges to patrons on Green Bay avenue, in Milwaukee, 
wrth of Hadley street, while extending that service to other 
clions referred to, results in unjust discrimination. 
August H. Strauss for complainant in person. 

T. B. Harrison, Jr., for American Express company. 
Charles W. Stockton for Wells Fargo & company. 
O’Brien, Boardman, Platt & Littleton and William W. 

Collin, Jr., for United States Express company. 


Report of the Commission. 
CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

This is a complaint of unjust discrimination at Mil- 
waukee in gathering and delivering express packages 
shipped to and from interstate points. Complainant’s 
place of business is located on Green Bay avenue, about 
six and one-half blocks north of Hadley street, to which 
street free gathering and delivery service is extended in 
ihe direction of Green Bay avenue from defendants’ gen- 
eral offices in the central part of the city. While de- 
fendants’ wagons pass up Green Bay avenue three times 
daily on the way to the Milwaukee Northern Electric 
company’s depot to meet incoming trains, these wagons 
are used only for hauling between the depot and defend- 
ants’ general offices in the city and do not stop en route. 
As a result shippers in complainant’s vicinity are re- 
quired to pay from 10 to 25 cents to the Rapid Transit 
company, service. The 
complaint is based principally on the fact that free gath- 
ering and delivery is extended to shippers on Western 


Delivery which performs this 


and Fondulac avenues to a distance of about four miles 
from defendants’ general offices, whereas complainant’s 
place of business is within three miles, and that free 
service is also extended on the east side of the Milwau- 
kee river in a northerly direction to the city limits and 
as far east as Lake drive, a distance in that direction as 
great from the general offices as to the section here 
involved. 

Upon a careful examination of the evidence with 
reference to the density of population, volume of busi- 
ness, etc., in the respective localities and of all other 
considerations that enter into the determination of the 
case we find that the action of the defendants in refus- 
ing to gather and deliver interstate express packages to 
patrons on Green Bay avenue north of Hadley street 
while extending that service to the other sections re- 
ferred to results in an unjust discrimination in violation 
of law. An order will be entered requiring the defend- 
ants to cease and desist from this unlawful practice. 





ORDER. 


At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., on 
the 3d day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar BE. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 
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No. 2820. 
AUGUST H. STRAUSS 


Vs. 
AMERICAN EXPRESS COMPANY; WELLS FARGO & 
COMPANY, AND UNITED STATES EXPRESS 
COMPANY. 


This case being at issue upon complaint and an- 
swers on file, and having been duly heard and submitted 
by the parties, and full investigation of the matters and 
things involved having been had, and the Commission 
having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report 
containing its conclusions ther¢on, which said report is 
made a part hereof, and having found that the practice 
of the above-named defendants in refusing to gather and 
deliver interstate express packages to complainant and 
other patrons on Green Bay avenue, in the city of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., north of Hadley street, while extending 
that service to patrons on Western and Fondulac ave- 
nues, in said city, and to patrons on the east side of 
the Milwaukee river in a northerly direction to said 
city’s limits and as far east as Lake drive, unduly dis- 
criminate against complainant and other patrons on 
Green Bay avenue, north of Hadley street, and unduly 
prefer said other patrons hereinabove mentioned, tin vio- 


lation of the third section of 


f the act to regulate 
commerce: 


It is ordered, That the above-named defendants be. 
and they are hereby, notified and required to cease and 
desist, on or before the Ist day of September, 1910, and 
for a period of not less than two years thereafter ab- 
stain, from engaging in the practice whereby they refuse 
to gather and deliver interstate express packages to 
complainant ard other patrons on Green Bay avenue, in 
the city of Milwaukee, Wis., north of Hadley street, 
while they extend that service to patrons on Western 
and Fondulac avenues, in said city, and to patrons on the 
east side of the Milwaukee river in a northerly direction 
to said city’s limits and as far east as Lake drive. 


Relative Adjustment Reasonable 





No. 3035. 
. (19 I. C. C. Rep., 295.) 
ALABAMA LUMBER & EXPORT COMPANY 
Vs. 


PHILADELPHIA, BALTIMORE & WASHINGTON RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY ET AL. 
Submitted April 15, 1910. Decided June 10, 1910. 


1. Defendants’ rate on lumber from Bellamy, Ala., to Holly 
Beach, N. J., not found relatively unreasonable under 
the circumstances disclosed by record. 

©. Whether the Sumter & Choctaw Railway company ought to 
have been included as a proper or necessary party to this 
record, or whether it is a common carrier or a private 
carrier, not considered; the Commission looks to the 
Southern Railway company to fix its course with respect 
to this carrier in conformity with all the requirements of 
the law. 

John J, Earle for complainant. 
Ed Baxter, C. B. Northrop and Sloss D, Baxter for 

Southern Railway company. 

George Stuart Patterson for Philadelphia, Baltimore 

& Washington Railroad company and West Jersey & 


Seashore Railroad company. 


Report of the Commission. 


HARLAN, Commissioner: 
The Allison Lumber company shipped on March 24 
and June 4, 1909, two carloads of lumber, weighing re- 


















































































spectively 45,600 and 41,000 pounds, from Bellamy, in 
the state of Alabama, consigned to the petitioners at 
Holly Beach, in the state of New Jersey. The complain- 
ant paid charges in the total sum of $294.44, at the legal 
joint through rate of 34 cents per 100 pounds. It ap- 
pears that on March 19 the general freight agent of the 
Southern Railway company at Atlanta had wrongly ad- 
vised the complainant that the rate was 32 cents per 
100 pounds. The erroneous rate seems to have entered 
into the purchase and sale price of the lumber and is the 
chief ground for this action. 

The Commission has uniformly held that the naming 
by the carrier, either in the bill of lading or otherwise, 
of a rate less than that published and filed with the 
Commission, affords no proper basis for a departure from 


the legal rate or the payment of damages for a loss — 


alleged to have been sustained as the result of the error. 
Poor vs. C., B. & Q. R. R. Co., 12 I. C. C. Rep., 418; Ohio 
Iron & Metal Co. vs. Wabash R. R. Co., 18 I. C. C. Rep., 
299. 

The complainant, however, does not rely entirely on 
the misquotation, but cites lower rates of from 23 to 29 
cents per 100 pounds to Holly Beach from Arlington and 
“Savannah, in the state of Georgia, and from Paxton and 
Greenville, in the northern and western part of the 
state of Florida, the rates to Philadelphia from these 
points being alleged to be 2 cents less in each instance 
than to Holly Beach. These rates are published by orig- 
inating carriers other than the Southern railway, and, 
with the exception of Savannah, the originating points 
from which they apply are not reached by its rails. It 
may be that they are water-compelled rates, as intimated 
by the defendants; but in any event the points referred 
to are not in the immediate vicinity of Bellamy. All 
points in that vicinity on the Southern railway take the 
34-cent rate, The complainant also asserts that the rate 
from Bellamy to Philadelphia is 30 cents, and that, with 
the addition of 2 cents, the proper rate to Holly Beach 
is 32 cents. The rate from Bellamy to Philadelphia, 
however, is in fact 26 cents per 100 pounds. We are 
not fully advised by the complainant with respect to the 
similarity in the transportation and other conditions sur- 
rounding the traffic from Bellamy and the other points 
named on the record. We are therefore not able to say 
that the rate from Bellamy is relatively unreasonable. 
Furthermore, the complainant admits that it will not 
have occasion to make further shipments from Bellamy 
to Holly Beach and that it therefore has no particular 
interest in the rate for the future. 

There is another phase of the case which requires 
comment. Bellamy, the point of origin of these ship- 
ments, is not on the rails of the Southern railway, but is 
reached by the Sumter & Choctaw railway, being 3 miles 
from Lilita, the junction of the two lines. Lilita was 
also formerly known as Bellamy, but is not the point of 
origin from which these shipments moved. The Sumter 
& Choctaw Railway company is not named as a party 
defendant, although it issued the bills of lading covering 
the carloads in question and the record indicates that it 
received a division of 3 cents per 100 pounds out of the 
34-cent rate charged. We are not fully informed of the 
operations and the transportation and accounting meth- 
ods of the Sumter & Choctaw, and we are therefore 
not to be understood as definitely finding that it ought 
to have been ineluded as a proper or necessary party 
to the record; nor do we attempt in this proceeding to 
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define its status as a common carrier or as a private 
enterprise. It will suffice for the present to say that we 
shall look to the Southern railway to fix its course with 
respect to this so-called common carrier in conformity 


with all the requirements of the law. There appears to 
be some question whether the 34-cent rate has been 
legally established from Bellamy and concurred i; by 


the Sumter & Choctaw railway. But inasmuch as the 
rate from Lilita, where the shipment reached the South. 
ern railway, is also 34 cents per 100 pounds, this is not a 
question in which the complainant has any real interest. 

For these reasons the complaint must be dismissed. 
and it will be so ordered. 





Commission without Jurisdiction 


No, 2518. 
(19 I. C. C, Rep., 105.) 
HUMBOLDT STEAMSHIP COMPANY 


vs. 

WHITE PASS & YUKON ROUTE ET AL. 
Submitted January 14, 1910. Decided June 6, 1910. 
Following the decision In the Matter of Jurisdiction over Rail 
and Water Carriers Operating in Alaska, 19 I. C. C. Rep. 
1, complaint asking for establishment of through routes 
and joint rates from Seattle, Wash., to points in Alaska 
dismissed because the Commission is without jurisdiction 


over carriers operating in Alaska, 

Charles D, Drayton and Charles F. Munday for con- 
plainant. ‘ 

Burdett, Thompson & Law for Columbia River & 
Northern Railway company, intervener. 

F. C, Elliott for defendants, 


Report of the Commission. 


KNAPP, Chairman: 

This proceeding was brought to secure an order re- 
quiring defendants to join with complainant,in establish 
ing through routes and joint rates from Seattle, Wash., 
to points reached by defendants’ lines, and to cease and 
desist from alleged unlawful discrimination in the 
charges assessed for wharf of dock facilities at Skagway, 
Alaska. 

The Humboldt Steamship company is a corporation 
organized in 1895 under the laws of California, with a 
capital stock of $200,000. It operates one steamship, the 
Humboldt, between Seattle and Skagway. The tonnage 
capacity of this steamer is about 1,075 tons gross, 689 
tons net, and she can accommodate 290 passengers, 130 
first-class and 160 steerage. During the open season the 
Humboldt leaves Seattle for Skagway once in ten days. 

The White Pass & Yukon route is the trade name 
applied to the route composed of the Pacific & Arctic 
Railway & Navigation company, British Columbia Yukon 
Railway company, British Yukon Railway company, and 
the British Yukon Navigation company, limited, which 
appear to be operated under a common control or ar- 
rangement for through carriage. The White Pass & 
Yukon route extends 20.2 miles through American terri- 
tory, from Skagway to the international boundary line; 
the remainder of the rail line is in Canadian territory. 
Traffic moves by rail from Skagway to White Horse, 2 
distance of 112 miles; thence down the Yukon river to 
Dawson and other points in Canada and Alaska on 
steamers operated in connection with the White Pass & 
Yukon route. Through rates are in effect between Skag- 
way and Dawson and intermediate points. Very little 
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traffic moves to points on the railroad between Skagway 
and the international boundary line; the bulk of the 
through traffic is destined to Dawson and other points in 
Canada and to Fairbanks and other points in Alaska 
reached by steamers. 

Through routes and joint rates were established 
petween the Humboldt company and the White Pass & 
Yukon route upon the opening of the railroad for traffic 
in 1899. The Pacific Coast Steamship company operates 
two and the Alaska Steamship company operates three 
regular steamers between Seattle and Skagway, and un- 
der their sailing schedule a boat leaves Seattle about 
every third day. The defendants join with the com- 
panies just named in through routes and joint rates. 
During 1902 and 1903 the Humboldt was operated in 
conjunction with the Alaska Steamship company, and 
from 1903 to 1908 in conjunction with the Pacific Coast 
Steamship company. Under this arrangement the Alaska 
and Pacific companies collected freight money and sold 
tickets for the Humboldt company upon a commission 
basis. Upon the termination of this arrangement, early 
in 1909, the defendants canceled their through routes and 
joint rates with the Humboldt company. 

At present freight shipped on the Humboldt is billed 
locally to Skagway. There the defendants rebill the 
freight to destination and pay the Humboldt company the 
difference between the through rate from Seattle and 
defendants’ rate from Skagway to destination. Out of its 
share the Humboldt is obliged to pay $2 per ton wharf- 
age at Skagway. For example, on Class A goods, which 
includes general merchandise, the through rate from 
Seattle to Dawson is $60 per ton. Defendants’ rate from 
Skagway to Dawson is $53 per ton, leaving $7 per ton as 
the Humboldt’s proportion, out of which it must pay $2 
wharfage, resulting in net compensation of $5 per ton. 
The Alaska and Pacific companies receive $9 per ton net 
out of the through rate for the transportation from Se- 
attle to Skagway. On certain commodities the rate from 
Skagway to Dawson is higher than the through rate from 
Seattle to Dawson, and the Humboldt can engage in the 
carriage of such traffic only at a loss of the difference 
between through and local rates. 

Freight is transferred at Skagway from steamers to 
railroad over a dock which belongs to the North Pacific 
Wharves & Trading company, a corporation organized 
under the laws of Washington. This dock is operated by 
defendants as a terminal facility. Prior to their cancel- 
lation of through-routing arrangements, defendants ab- 
sorbed the wharfage charges on through traffic carried by 
the Humboldt, and at present they absorb the wharfage 
charges which accrue on such through traffic brought to 
Skagway by the Pacific and Alaska companies. On local 
Waffic to Skagway handled by the Pacific and Alaska 
companies, the wharfage charge is $1 per ton, but upon 
all traffic handled by the Humboldt company the wharf- 
age charge is $2 per ton. 

Beyond the foregoing outline of the situation pre- 
sented in this case, we deem it unnecessary to state the 
facts in greater detail, and expressly refrain from pass- 
ing judgment upon the merits of the controversy, be- 
cause we are constrained to hold, upon authority of the 
decision recently announced In the Matter of Jurisdiction 
over Rail and Water Carriers Operating in Alaska, 19 
I. C. C. Rep., 81, that the Commission is without jurisdic- 
tion to make the order sought by complainant. 
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Petroleum Oil Rate Reasonable 





No. 2842. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 132.) 
' RECORD OIL REFINING COMPANY ET AL. 
vs. 
MIDLAND VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY ET AL. 


Submitted May 5, 1910. Decided June 10, 1910. 

1. Rate on oil from Muskogee, Okla., to New Orleans, La., of 
17% cents per 100 pounds, carloads, not found to be unrea- 
sonable. Complaint dismissed. 

2. Any unjust relation of rates outbound from the refineries 
at Baton Rouge and New Orleans not within the scope of 
the pleadings in this case, 

Cc. D. Chamberlin for complainant. 

Edgar A. de Meuls for Midland Valley Railroad com- 
pany. 

S. W. Moore, F. H. Moore, F. H. Wood and Britton 
& Gray for Kansas City Southern Railway company. 

J. P. Blair and F. C. Dillard for Morgan’s Louisiana 
& Texas Railroad & Steamship company and Louisiana 
Western Railway company. 

Sidney F. Andrews for New Orleans & Northeastern 
Railroad company. 

Report of the Commission. 

CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

The complainants are Louisiana corporations en- 
gaged in refining and merchandising petroleum and its 
products at New Orleans, La., and their petition alleges 
that for the transportation of crude petroleum in tank 
cars from Muskogee, Okla., to New Orleans, La., there 
is charged an exorbitant end unreasonably high rate of 
17% cents per 100 pounds, and that they are thereby 
subjected to great loss and disadvantage in conducting 
their business; that such rate is in violation of the act 
to regulate commerce, especially sections 1, 2 and 3 
thereof, and that a through rate of 15 cents would be a 
just and reasonable rate. 

Several of defendant carriers do not participate in 
the rate attacked and are not at the present time trans- 
porting the oil of complainants. The shortest route 
which could be taken by complainants’ oil via which 
the 17%-cent rate is applicable is as follows: From 
Muskogee to Panama, Okla., 78 miles, Midland Valley; 
from Panama to Shreveport, La., 243 miles, Kansas City 
Southern; from Shreveport to New Orleans (Shrewsbury), 
313 miles, Louisiana Railway & Navigation company; the 
total distance being 634 miles to Shrewsbury. From 
Shrewsbury to complainants’ plant there is a terminal 
movement for which complainants pay 1% cents per 
100 pounds, but this charge is not attacked in this com- 
plaint. 

Prior to January 1, 1909, the rate on the traffic 
involved in this complaint was 25 cents per 100 pounds. 
In 1908 a request was made by producers and by refin- 
ing interests at New Orleans for a lower rate, and the 
result of the negotiations was that a rate of 17% cents 
was published effective January 1, 1999. Under this 
rate there is absorbed a $4 switching charge at New 
Orleans. 

There is in process of construction a large Stand- 
ard Oil refinery at Baton Rouge, La., which had not 
begun operation at the time this case was heard. A 
pipe line is in course of construction connecting this 
refinery with the Muskogee fields. This pipe line was 
expected to be in operation in April of the current year. 
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Defendants allege that the Standard Oil company had 
millions of barrels of oil stored at Muskogee, and that 
they were given an opportunity to begin movement of 
this oil to Baton Rouge in the summer of 1909, prior 
to the opening of the pipe line, and in order to induce 
this movement a 15-cent rate was established from 
Muskogee to Baton Rouge. Movement began under this 
rate in November, 1909. Defendants assert that this 15- 
cent rate was a temporary competitive rate put in to 
secure business which would otherwise have waited for 
the completion of the pipe line. Complainants base 
their claim for the 15-cent rate to New Orleans on the 
existence of this 15-cent rate to Baton Rouge, claiming 
that the rates to both points should be the same, 


At the hearing there was introduced an exhibit on 


behalf of complainants showing the routing provided for 


in Southwestern Lines’ tariff from Muskogee to Baton 
Rouge and New Orleans, which routing takes a longer 
mileage for Baton Rouge than for New Orleans. In 
answer to this, defendants introduced a tariff issued by 
the Kansas City Southern, an intermediate carrier, 
which provided for a shorter routing and which gave 
Baton Rouge a mileage 80 miles shorter than New Or- 
leans. The introduction of this tariff was a surprise to 
complainants, who had attempted to show that the car- 
riers were charging a higher rate to New Orleans, al- 
though the mileage was somewhat less than that to 
Baton Rouge. 

Reference was made by way of comparison to a 
rate of 15 cents per 100 pounds from Nowata, Okla., to 
New Orleans under which complainants formerly moved 
crude petroleum. Owing to the inferior quality of No- 
wata oil, however, complainants ceased operating under 
this rate and are now deriving their entire supply from 
the Muskogee fields. Defendants assert that in addition 
to the Nowata rate, being practically a one-line haul, 
all of the lines involved being Gould lines, and not 
parties to this case, the grade of oil is cheaper and less 
desirable. 

Complainants also refer, by way of comparison, to 
a rate of 15 cents per 100 pounds from Muskogee fields 
to Port Arthur and neighboring gulf ports, but defend- 
ants assert that this rate is forced by the competition 
of two pipe lines extending from Muskogee to the gulf. 

It appears from the record that the chief reason for 
bringing this complaint is due to a@ fear of loss of busi- 
ness in competition with the new refinery at Baton 
Rouge, and in support of this complainants have referred 
in the record to rates which have recently been estab- 
lished on the product of the Baton Rouge refinery to 
marketing points now reached by complainant. It is 
asserted that these distributive rates have been largely 
reduced at the instance of the Baton Rouge refinery. 
These distributive rates, however, are not attacked in 
this complaint. 

Both the 15-cent rate to Baton Rouge and the 17%%- 
cent rate to New Orleans apply from a number of pro- 
ducing points, the zone in the latter case being larger 
than the zone for the 15-cent rate. The rate per ton 
per mile to New Orleans at the 17%-cent rate is 5.52 
mills, and a similar computation for the 15-cent rate to 
Baton Rouge gives a rate per ton per mile of 5.41 mills. 

The record shows that under the New Orleans rate 
there is a free movement both to complainants’ plant 
and to other large shippers in the vicinity of New Or- 
leans, and it does not appear from the record that the 
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17%-cent rate is an unreasonable charge for the service 
performed. Its relation to the 15-cent rate to Baton 
Rouge is not likely to produce unfair alvantage in fayor 
of the Baton Rouge refinery, especially when it is borne 
in mind that the rate from Baton Rouge to New Or. 
leans on refined oil is 3 cents per 100 pounds. The 
comparison of rates for the purposes of competition at 
New Orleans is therefore a rate of 18 cents as against 
rate of 17% cents for complainants. 

As the Baton Rouge refinery is not yet in operation 
and has not, therefore, come into competition with com. 
plainants, the effect of this competition is conjectural. 
It seems reasonable to conclude, however, that if com. 
plainants should be injured by any unjust relation 
railroad rates, it would be due to the relation of rat 
outbound from the refineries, and this will present 
question not within the scope of the pleadings in 


a 


or 
es 
a 


this 


_ case, and it is impossible to determine at the present 


time either the existence or extent of such apprehended 
injury, as there have been no shipments as yet from the 
Baton Rouge réfinery. 

On the record we are unable to say that the 17% 
cent rate attacked in this proceeding is unjust and un- 
reasonable or that it subjects complainants to any 
due disadvantage. The complaint will be dismissed, and 
it is so ordered. 


Should Take Yellow Pine Rates 


No. 3113. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 141.) 
SAWYER & AUSTIN LUMBER COMPANY 
vs. 
ST. LOUIS, IRON MOUNTAIN & SOUTHERN RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY ET AL. 


Submitted March 18, 1910. Decided June 2, 1910. 

On the facts shown of record it is found that any rate on 
shooks between the points involved in this ‘proceedi g 
excess of the current rate on yellow pine lumber betwer 
the same points is unreasonable; and also that the rat 
the future ought not to exceed the current rate on 
pine. 


Austin & Danaher for complainant. 

Martin L. Clardy, James C. Jeffery and H. G. Herbel 
for St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Railway com- 
pany. 

E. L. Sargent for Texas & Pacific Railway company. 


Report of the Commission. 
HARLAN, Commissioner: 

The petitioner is engaged in the manufacture of 
lumber at Pine Bluff, in the state of Arkansas, and 
complains that while the defendants apply a rate of 
18% cents per 100 pounds for the carriage of lumber 
and numerous of its products, including lath, sash and 
doors, to Fort Worth, in the state of Texas, they de 
mand for the carriage of box shooks to that destina- 
tion a rate of 22% cents. The prayer of the petition 
is that the latter rate may be reduced to the basis of 
the lumber rate. 

The box shooks manufactured by the complainant 
are made of the lowest grade of yellow pine, the value 
of which is said to range from $5 to $7.50 per 1,000 
feet; the average price of all grades of yellow pine 
being $13.50 per 1,000 feet, according to statements 
made of record. The shooks are in the nature of 2 
by-product of sawmills, being cut from inferior or 
waste lumber, and are pieces of lumber sawed to tle 
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required length in order to make boxes of given dimen- 
sions. The various pieces are described as end pieces, 
side pieces, tops, and bottoms, and, as we are informed, 
are shipped by the complainant in bundles of about 20 
pieces, end pieces being packed together in one bun- 
dle, side pieces in another, and tops and bottoms in still 
another bundle. There is some conflict in the record 
as to the value of box shooks made of yellow pine as 
compared with the value of yellow pine lumber itself, 
put apparently the shooks of this complainant are 
ordinarily of about the same value. As a test of the 
reasonableness of the rate on box shooks, we attach 
more importance, however, to the rate applied by these 
defendants on sash and doors. Although of at least 


twice the value of box shooks, sash and doors take the 
lumber rate of 18% cents between the points in ques- 
tion: and the record gives us no indication that the 


rate was established to meet any competitive conditions 
or that it is otherwise regarded by the defendants as 
less than a normal rate on sash and doors between 
these points. On box shooks, however, the defendants 
demand to substantially all points in Texas a rate four 
cents higher than the lumber rate, notwithstanding the 
fact, which this record apparently establishes, that the 
class of shooks manufactured by the complainant will 
ordinarily load to about 50,000 pounds, while lumber 
loads, on the average, to about 44,000 pounds. We had 
not thought that shooks would load more heavily than 
lumber, but it is so stated and the record apparently 
establishes the fact by reference to actual movements. 
We are not advised as to the loading of sash and 
doors, but it may be assumed that box shooks ordi- 
narily load to better advantage. We understand also 
that common molding, lath, hoops, staves and heading, 
shingles, and paving blocks also take the lumber rates 
between these points; and box shooks, doubtless, load 
as well as any of these commodities. 

Accepting, without special verification, the state- 
ments made of record, the history of the rate on box 
shooks between the points in question is as follows: 
Prior to November 10, 1909, the rate had been 27 
cents per 100 pounds. Upon that date it was reduced 
to 22% cents, and this rate has remained in effect until 
the present time. But on November 18, 1909, only eight 
days after the establishment of the 22%4-cent rate, the 
defendants herein published a commodity rate of 18% 
cents per 100 pounds in a special tariff which expired by 
its own limitation on February 18, 1910. This rate 
temporarily superseded the rate of 22% cents over the 
lines of the defendant, the latter rate, however, re- 
maining in effect by competing routes. It appears that 
in the fall of 1909 the complainant had entered into a 
contract for the sale of from 150 to 250 carloads of 
box shooks for delivery at Fort Worth during the 
ensuing year at a price based on a freight rate of 18% 
cents, which the complainant, as the result of confer- 
ences with the traffic officials of the principal defend- 
ant, anticipated would be made effective. The record 
indicates that the principal defendant had arranged 
with its connections to publish the lumber rate on box 
shooks, but the connecting lines subsequently withdrew 
their concurrences because of a reduction which it was 
feared would ensue in the Texas state rates on box 
shooks. But the defendants in partial fulfillment of 
the complainant’s wishes established temporarily the 
Special rate of 18% cents per 100 pounds just referred 
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to. Apparently box shooks to points north of Pine 
Bluff for several years took a rate even lower than 
the rate applicable on the lumber from which they 
are made. At this time they take the same rate. To 
interstate points south of Pine Bluff box shooks have 
ordinarily taken a higher rate than that applied on 
lumber. It was suggested by the defendants in this 
connection that the rate of 18% cents on lumber from 
Pine Bluff to Fort Worth is a competitive rate eestab- 
lished to meet a similar rate to Fort Worth from 
Beaumont and other points in southern Texas. We 
know from other sources that Arkansas and Texas yel- 
low pine compete actively in the Texas markets. Never- 
theless, sash and doors, shingles, lath, molding, and coop- 
erage stock, as heretofore stated, enjoy the benefit of 
the lumber rate, and under the circumstances we see 
no reason why box shooks should take a higher rate. 

In Michigan Bdéx Co. vs. F. & P. M. R. R. Co., 6 
I. C. C. Rep., 335, the rate on box shooks between 
points in Michigan and points in New York was re- 
duced to the lumber rate; but we do not regard the 
case as necessarily controlling the disposition of this 
complaint. It is referred to here only in connection 
with our general impression that the rates on box 
shooks, lath, shingles, ties, and certain other rough 
products of lumber ordinarily do not exceed the rate on 
the lumber from which they are manufactured. But 
aside from this not unusual relation of rates on the 
two commodities, and basing our conclusions wholly 
upon the facts shown of record, we find that any rate 
on box shooks between the points here involved that 
is in excess of the current yellow pine lumber rate 
between the same points is unreasonable, and that the 
rate for the future ought not to exceed the current 
rate on yellow pine. 

An order to that effect will be entered. 





ORDER. 


At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., on 
the 2d day of June, A. D. 1910. 


Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 

No. 3113. 
SAWYER & AUSTIN LUMBER COMPANY 
vs. 
ST. LOUIS, IRON MOUNTAIN & SOUTHERN RAIL- 


WAY COMPANY AND THE TEXAS & PACIFIC 

RAILWAY COMPANY. 

This case being at issue upon complaint and an- 
swers on file, and having been duly heard and sub- 
mitted by the parties, and full investigation of the 
matters and things involved having been had, and the 
Commission having, on the date hereof, made and filed 
a report containing its findings of fact and conclusions 
thereon, which said report is made a part hereof: 

It is ordered, That the above-named defendants be, 
and they are hereby, notified and required to cease and 
desist, on or before the ist day of September, 1910, 
and for a period of not less than two years there- 
after abstain, from®™ exacting any higher rate for the 
transportation of box shooks from Pine Bluff, Ark., to 
Fort Worth, Tex., than they contemporaneously charge 
for the transportation of yellow pine lumber over their 
lines from said Pine Bluff to said Fort Worth; which 
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relation of rates is found by the Commission in said 
report to be unreasonable. 

It is further ordered, That said defendants be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to establish, on 
or before the ist day of September, 1910, and maintain 
in force thereafter during a period of not less than 
two years, a rate for the transportation of box shooks 
from Pine Bluff, Ark., to Fort Worth, Tex., which shall 
not exceed the rate they contemporaneously charge for 
the transportation of yellow pine lumber over their 
lines from said Pine Bluff to said Fort Worth; which 
relation of rates is found by the Commission in said 
report to be reasonable. 


Cuts Rates on Staves and Heading | 


No. 3077. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 136.) 
BOTT BROTHERS MANUFACTURING COMPANY 
VS. 
BURLINGTON & QUINCY RAILROAD 
COMPANY ET AL. 
Submitted March 26, 1910. Decided June 10, 1910. 


Present rates on barrel staves and heading from Malden, Mo., 
and points in Arkansas to Alexandria, Mo., found unrea- 
sonable, and reasonable rates prescribed for the future. 


CHICAGO, 


Through route established over certain lines. Reparation 
awarded. 
T. L. Montgomery and G. F. Thomas for com- 


plainant. 

Martin L. Clardy, James C. Jeffery and Herbert J. 
Campbell for St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Rail- 
way company and Missouri Pacific Railway company. 

S. H. West and Roy F. Britton for St. Louis South- 
western Railway company. 


Robert & Robert for Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad company. 


Report of the Commission. 
PROUTY, Commissioner: 

The Bott Brothers Manufacturing company is a co- 
partnership engaged in the manufacture of barrels, 
woodenware, and cooperage, with its principal plant 
located at Alexandria, Mo., a point six miles south of 
Keokuk, Iowa; Complainant also owns and operates 
a stave factory at Harrisburg, Ark., from which it 
largely obtains the supply of staves and heads neces- 
sary for the operation of the plant at Alexandria. 
Staves are also purchased at points nearby, such as 
Paragould, and also at more distant points, of which 
Fordyce may be taken as an example. 

The carriers interested in the transportation of 
this commodity are the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
railroad, hereafter designated as the “Burlington,” the 
St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern, termed the “Iron 
Mountain,” the St. Louis Southwestern Railway com- 
pany, known as the “Cotton Belt,” and the Missouri 
Pacific Railway company, this latter road being made a 
party defendant more because of its corporate relation- 
ship to the Iron Mountain than because of any direct 
participation in the transportation® complained of. 

The complaint, as filed, charges that at the present 
time the defendant carriers are exacting for the trans- 
portation of staves from Harrisburg, Paragould, Jones- 
boro, Brinkley, Clarendon, Little Rock, Pine Bluff, 
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Fordyce, Stephens, Camden, Texarkana, Ark. and 
Malden, Mo., to Alexandria and Keokuk, rates which are 
excessive and unreasonable, and asks for the establish. 
ment of a through route and joint rate from the first. 
named point to Alexandria; there are joint rates exist. 
ing at the present time from the other points named. 
As amended at the hearing it asks for the awarding of 
reparation up to the time of the hearing. 

It appears that for some fifteen years previous to 
September, 1908, these defendants had maintained a 
joint through rate of 17 cents per 100 pounds between 
Harrisbug and Alexandria, under which the complainant 
had transported this traffic. On September 1 the Iron 
Mountain road canceled this joint rate leaving in effect 
the local combination on St. Louis, which was 12 cents 
from Harrisburg to St. Louis and 7 cents from St. 
Louis to Alexandria, producing a through rate of 19 
cents. The Burlington had previously accepted as its 
division of the joint rate, 5 cents from St. Louis, and 
is still willing to accept that division. The local up 
to St. Louis was advanced to 14 cents on December 12, 
1908, and continued at that figure until June 15, 1909. 
when it was reduced to 12 cents. 


The first question presented to the Commission is 
whether this present through charge of 19 cents re. 
sulting from the combination of the locals is reason- 
able or whether a through route should be established 
and joint rate named which is less than the present 
combination. 

The carriers attempt to justify the increased rate 
on the ground that to name any lower rate on staves 
than applies on lumber is to leave the matter inde- 
fensible. It is a familiar holding of the Commission 
that ordinarily a through rate like this for a long haul 
should be less than the sum of the locals. The distance 
here is 422 miles—256 miles to St. Louis, and 166 miles 
from St. Louis. Seventeen cents per 100 pounds yields 
a per ton-mile revenue of 8 mills, which for the trans- 
portation of a commodity like this, being substantially 
lumber, cannot be pronounced low. The mere fact 
that the Burlington is willing to accept a given division 
is in and of itself no sufficient reason for the establish- 
ing of the rate, but it is certainly a circumstance which 
may be considered in the present instance. The 
Missouri Pacific system maintains from Alexandria to 
Kansas City, a distance of 539 miles, a rate of 16 cents; 
to St. Joe, a distance of 607 miles, a rate of 17 cents. 
At this latter point the complainant meets its most 
active competition. 





We find that at the present time there is no rea- 
sonable and satisfactory through route for the trans- 
portation of staves and heading from Harrisburg, Ark., 
to Alexandria, Mo., that such route should be estab- 
lished over the lines of and betwen the Iron Mountain 
and the Burlington, and that a rate not exceeding 17 
cents per 100 pounds, minimum 30,000 pounds, would 
be a reasonable rate to be applied as a joint rate over 
said route. 


There remains the further question as to the rea 
sonableness of the joint rates existing from the other 
points named, which, with the exception of Paragould, 
are all located on the Cotton Belt, that point being 
served by both the Iron Mountain and the Cotton Belt. 
These rates have been variously advanced, ranging from 
two to five cents over what they had been for some 
seven years prior to March 1, 1907. 





July 9, 1910 


We are 
Malden, Mo. 
ynreasonabl 
17 cents, a 
from those 
minimum 3 
rates involv 

We find 
than two y 
extending d 
plainant mé 
the points i 

From HE 
pounds; fre 
150 pounds. 
43,900 pouns 

We furt 
above shipn 
rates above 
have been € 

The mo 
over the I 
complainant 
$590.51 mor 
found to b 
from Jones] 
ton, and the 
as though 
sessed. An 
against the 
interest fro 


At a & 
Commission 
the 10th dé 

Present 
Charles A. 
Lane, Edga 


GEORGE 1 
UNDEI 
BROTE 


CHICAGO, 
COMP 
SOUTE 
SOUTE 
THE | 
This c 

swers on fi 

by the pa 
and things 
sion havin 
report con 

thereon: , 
It is ¢ 

& Quincy 

tain & Sc 

hereby, ne 
force, on | 
for a peri 
through re 
and headi 
as the Cc 










re- 
son- 
hed 
sent 


rate 
ives 
nde- 
sion 
haul 
ance 
iiles 
elds 
‘ans- 
ially 
fact 
ision 
jlish- 
hich 
The 
a to 
nts; 
ents. 


most 


rea- 
rans- 
Ark., 
»stab- 
ntain 
iz 17 
vould 

over 


» Tea 
other 
pould, 
being 
Belt. 
from 
some 





July 9, 1910 











We are of the opinion that the present rates from 
Malden, Mo., Paragould, Ark., and Jonesboro, Ark., are 
unreasonable, and that they should not exceed 15 cents, 
17 cents, and 17 cents per 100 pounds, respectively, 
from those several points of origin to Alexandria, Mo., 
minimum 30,000 pounds. We fail to find that the other 
rates involved are excessive. 

We find that during the period beginning not more 
than two years before the filing of the complaint and 
extending down to the date of the hearing, the com- 
plainant made shipments of staves and heading from 
the points in controversy to Alexandria, as follows: 

From Harrisburg, 55 carloads, aggregating 2,767,400 
from Paragould, 4 carloads, aggregating 185,- 
150 pounds; from Jonesboro, one carload, aggregating 
43,900 pounds. 

We further find that the complainant paid upon the 
above shipments the tariff rates in effect; and that the 
rates above established as reasonable ought not to 
have been exceeded at the time these shipments moved. 

The movement from Harrisburg and Paragould was 
over the Iron Mountain and the Burlington, and the 
complainant has paid, with respect to those shipments, 
$590.51 more than it would have paid had the above rates 
found to be reasonable been assessed. The movement 
from Jonesboro was via the Cotton Belt and the Burling- 
ton, and the complainant has been charged $8.78 more than 
as though the rates above established had been as- 
sessed. An order for reparation should therefore issue 
against the above defendants in the sums named, with 
interest from January 25, 1910. 


pounds; 





ORDER. 


At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., on 
the 10th day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 

No. 3077. 

GEORGE T. BOTT AND OTTO C. BOTT, PARTNERS 
UNDER THE FIRM NAME AND STYLE OF BOTT 
BROTHERS MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 

vs. 

CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & QUINCY RAILROAD 
COMPANY; -ST. LOUIS, IRON MOUNTAIN & 
SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY; ST. LOUIS 
SOUTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY, AND 
THE MISSOURI PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 
This case being at issue upon complaint and an- 

swers on file, and having been duly heard and submitted 

by the parties, and full investigation of the matters 
and things involved having been had, and the Commis- 

sion having, on the date hereof, made and filed a 

report containing its findings of fact and conclusions 

thereon: , 

It is ordered, That defendants Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy Railroad company and St. Louis, Iron Moun- 
tain & Southern Railway company be, and they are 
hereby, notified and required to establish and put in 
force, on or before the 15th day of August, 1910, and 
for a period of at least two years thereafter maintain 
through routes for the transportation of barrel staves 
and heading from Harrisbug, Ark., to Alexandria, Mo., 
as the Commission finds that no reasonable and sat- 
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isfactory through route at present exists for such trans- 
portation between said points. 


It is further ordered, That last-named defendants 


be, and they are hereby, notified and required to 
establish and put in force, on or before the 15th day 
of August, 1910, and for a period of- at least two years 
thereafter maintain and apply to the transportation of 
barrel staves and heading in carloads over their lines 
from MHarrisburg, Ark., to Alexandria, Mo., a _ joint 
through rate which shall not exceed 17 cents per 100 
pounds, with minimum carload weight not exceeding 
30,000 pounds; which said rate and minimum weight 
the Commission finds to be reasonable. 

It is further ordered, That last-named defendants 
be, and they are hereby, authorized anc directed, on 
or before the 15th day of August, 1910, to pay unto 
the complainant, George T. Bott and Otto C. Bott, 
partners under the firm name and style of Bott Brothers 
Manufacturing company, the sum of $590.51, with in- 
terest thereon at the rate of 6 per cent per annum 
from January 25, 1910, as reparation for unreasonable 
rates charged for the transportation of shipments of 
barrel staves and heading from Harrisburg and Para- 
gould, Ark., to Alexandria, Mo., which rates so charged 


have been found by this Commission to have been 
unreasonable. 


It is further ordered, That defendants St. Louis 
Southwestern Railway company, St. Louis, Iron Moun- 
tain & Southern Railway company, the Missouri Pacific 
Railway company, and Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad company be, and they are hereby, notified 
and required to cease and desist, on or before the 
15th day of August, 1910, and for a period of not less 
than two years thereafter abstain, from exacting their 
present rates for the transportation of barrel staves 
and heading in carloads from Malden, Mo., Paragould, 
Ark., and Jonesboro, Ark., to Alexandria, Mo.; which 


said rates are found by the Commission to be unrea- 
sonable. 


It is further ordered, That last-named defendants 
be, and they are hereby, notified and required to es- 
tablish, on or before the 15th day of August, 1910, and 
maintain in force thereafter during a period of not less 
than two years, rates for the transportation of barrel 
staves and heading in carloads from the below-named 
points, which shall not exceed the following, with mini- 
mum carload weight not exceding 30,000 pounds: From 
Malden, Mo., to Alexandria, Mo., 15 cents per 100 
pounds; from Paragould, Ark., to Alexandria, Mo., 17 
cents per 100 pounds; and from Jonesboro, Ark., to 
Alexandria, Mo., 17 cents per 100 pounds: which said 
rates the Commission finds to be reasonable. 

And it is further ordered, That defendants St. Louis 
Southwestern Railway company and Chicago, Burling- 
ton & Quincy Railroad company be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and directed, on or before the 15th 
day of August, 1910, to pay unto the complainant, 
George T, Bott and Otto C. Bott, partners under the 
firm name and style of Bott Brothers Manufacturing 
company, the sum of $8.78, with interest thereon at the 
rate of 6 per cent per annum from January 25, 1910, 
as reparation for an unreasonable rate charged for the 
transportation of one carload of barrel staves and head 
ing from Jonesboro, Ark., to Alexandria, Mo.; which 
rate so charged has been found by this Commission 
to have been unreasonable. 
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Tariff Not Posted; Reparation 


* No. 2443. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 108.) 
W. W. RUTLAND AND E. L. RUTLAND, PARTNERS. 


DOING BUSINESS AS THE CANADIAN VALLEY 
GRAIN COMPANY, 





vs. 
CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY 
COMPANY ET AL. 


Submitted March 11, 1910. Decided June 2, 1910. 

The record herein brings the complaint within the principic 
announced in Kiel Woodenware Co. vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. 
Co., 18 I. C. C. Rep., 242, where reparation was awarded for 
the failure of a carrier to post a tariff changing a rate, 
and upon the authority of that decision complainants are 
awarded reparation. 

L. F. Bird for complainants. 
E. B. Peirce, M. L. Bell and Wallace T. Hughes for 

Chicago, Rock Bland & Pacific Railway company. 

S. W. Moore and Fred H. Wood for Kansas City 

Southern Railway company. 


Report of the Commission. 
HARLAN, Commissioner: 

The complainants are partners doing business as the 
Canadian Valley Grain company, and are here asking 
damages because of a pecuniary loss alleged to have 
been sustained by them by reason of the failure of the 
defendants to post a tariff at Calvin, a point on the line 
of the Rock Island in the state of Oklahoma, under 
which a joint rate on snap corn between the points 
hereinafter mentioned was advanced from 19 cents to 23 
cents per 100 pounds. The substantial facts of record 
have been stipulated by the parties and appear to be 
that on March 18, 1908, the complainants shipped from 
Calvin to De Queen, in the state of Arkansas, a carload 
of that commodity weighing 36,800 pounds, upon which 
there was collected the sum of $84.64, based upon a 
joint rate of 23 cents. .On March 24, 1908, the com- 
plainants shipped from the same point of origin to Wil- 
ton, also in the state of Arkansas, a carload of snap corn 
weighing 32,800 pounds, upon which charges at the same 
rate were collected, amounting to the sum of $75.44. 
Had the shipments moved prior to March 13, 1908, the 
rate legally applicable on both shipments would have 
been 19 cents; but upon that date, under the terms of a 
lawful tariff on file with the Commission, the 23-cent 
rate went into effect. 

The complaint turns upon the fact that the tariff 
that became effective on March 13, 1908, although filed 
with the Commission, had not been posted for public in- 
spection at Calvin before these shipments moved. A 
copy of the tariff had been mailed to the agent of the 
principal defendant at that point with directions to post 
it in the freight-receiving station, but seems not to have 
been received by him; and not knowing therefore that 
the rate on snap corn had been advanced he billed out 
both carloads at a rate of 19 cents per 100 pounds. The 
corn had been sold f. 0. b. destination on the basis of 
that rate, which the tariffs still on file at Calvin in- 
dicated as the rate then in effect. They assert that had 
they known that 23 cents was the legal rate the freight 
charges could and would have been included in the f. o. 
b. price at destination. They sustained a loss therefore 
of 4 cents per 100 pounds, or $27.84 in the aggregate, 
being the difference between the 23-cent rate legally in 
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effect and the 19-cent rate on the basis of which their 
delivered price was made. 

These facts, which are established by the record, 
bring the complaint within the principle announced in 
Kiel Woodenware Co. vs. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co.. 18 
I. C. C. Rep., 242, where reparation was awarded for the 
failure of a carrier to post a tariff changing a rate: 
and upon the authority of the decision in that case we 
find that the complainants are entitled to reparation in 
the sum of $27.84, with interest thereon from March 24. 
1908. 

An order will be entered in conformity with these 
findings. 





ORDER. 

At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., on 
the 2d day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin kK. 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners 

No. 2443. 

W. W. RUTLAND AND E. L. RUTLAND, PARTNERS 
DOING BUSINESS AS THE CANADIAN VALLEY 
GRAIN COMPANY, 

vs, 

THE CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY 
COMPANY AND THE KANSAS CITY SOUTHERN 
RAILWAY COMPANY. 

This case being at issue upon complaint and anp- 
swers on file, and having been duly heard and submitted 
by the parties, and full investigation of the matters and 
things involved having been had, and the Commission 
having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report con- 
taining its findings of fact and conclusions thereon: 

It is ordered, That the above-named defendants be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed, on or be- 
fore the 15th day of August, 1910, to pay unto the com- 
plainant, W. W. Rutland and E. L. Rutland, partners, 
doing business as the Canadian Valley Grain company, 
the sum of $27.84, with interest thereon at the rate of 
6 per cent per annum from March 24, 1908, as damages 
caused by defendants’ failure to publish and post their 
tariffs as required by law, as more fully and at large 
appears in and by said report of the Commission, which 
said report is hereby referred to and made a part of this 
order, 


Apple Rates Found Unreasonable 


No, 3034. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 114.) 
GAMBLE-ROBINSON COMMISSION COMPANY 





vs. 
ST. LOUIS & SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD COMPANY 
ET AL, 
Submitted May 5, 1910. Decided June 3, 1910. 


1. Complainant’s contention that rates on apples in carloads 
from Cedar Gap and Seymour, Mo., to Minneapolis and 
St. Paul ought not to exceed by more than 1% cents the 
rate from Springfield, Mo., not sustained. 

2°. Rates collected on complainant's shipments of apples from 
Cedar Gap and Seymour to Minneapolis and St. Paul, to 
the extent that they exceeded 34 and 34% cents per 100 
pounds, found unreasonable. 

3. Upon submission of proper proofs order of reparation here!n 
will be issued. 


Wilson, Mercer, Holsinger, Swan & Ware and F. H. 
Stinchfield for complainant. 
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M. L. Bell and A. B. Enoch for Chicago, Rock Island 
& Pacifie Railway company. 

Edward A. Haid and F. H. Wood for St. Louis & 
San Francisco Railroad company. 

Report of the Commission. 
KNAPP, Chairman: 

This is a proceeding for reparation on 10 carload 
shipments of apples from Seymour and Cedar Gap, Mo., 
io Minneapolis and St. Paul, Minn. The shipments 
moved in October and November, 1906. Claim was pre- 
sented to the Commission informally in February, 1907. 
It is contended by defendants that the claim is barred 
by the limitation provided in the act, because the mere 
iling of a letter with the Commission does not operate 
to stay the running of the statute. In this case, however, 
the letter received by the Commission, dated February 
25, 1907, sets forth the precise nature of the claim and 
had attached to it expense bills showing the shipments 
and the amount paid. Defendants were therefore duly 
notified and had opportunity to settle the claim before 
formal proceedings were begun. Under these circum- 
stances the claim is not barred. 

Seymour and Cedar Gap are located on the line of 
the St. Louis & San Francisco, hereinafter called the 
Frisco, extending from Springfield, Mo., to Memphis, 
Tenn. Cedar Gap is 41 miles southeast of Springfield, 
and Seymour 35 miles. The shipments in question moved 
through Springfield to Kansas City and from thence to 
destination, 

The history of the rates in question from Cedar 
Gap, Seymour and Springfield to Minneapolis and St. 
Paul is shown by the following: 

Prior to September 6, 1906. 


Cents per 
100 pounds. 


NN 5. Fath od vie ol RW cc He 04 dT E Owe OW) CRaES Es ee EE wee 34 

9 
IN os. 0 6 4:40 es Hele CRED 0 64,0 06 2ab Owed on Dede CESS eee 34% 
; i 221 
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September 6, 1906. 
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August 6, 1909. 

3 31 
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It is 800 miles by the lines of defendants from 
Springfield to Minneapolis. The short line is the Chicago 
Great Western from Kansas City, by which the distance 
is 741 miles. 

It is to be noted that at the time the shipments in 
question moved, the rate from Cedar Gap was 42 cents, 
and from Seymour 41 cents. For many years prior to 
September 6, 1906, through rates were in effect from 
Cedar Gap and Seymour to Minneapolis. On that date 
through rates were canceled and. shipments thereafter 
moved on local rates to Springfield and the through rate 
beyond. Prior to the date of these shipments the 
through rate was 34 cents from Seymour and 34% cents 
from Cedar Gap. Since that time the rate has been 
reduced to 31 cents. 

It is alleged by complainant that rates from Cedar 
Gap and Seymour ought not to exceed by more than 
one cent and one and one-half cents the rate from 
Springfield, and that the rates charged were unreasona- 
ble and discriminatory. Reparation is asked. 

So far as the allegation of undue discrimination in 
favor of Springfield is concerned, we are of opinion that 
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the complaint has not been sustained. Springfield is an 
important junction point and served by the Missouri 
Pacific in addition to the Frisco. Conditions of shipment 
at Cedar Gap and Seymour are not the same as at 
Springfield. Further than this, Springfield is nearer Min- 
neapolis than either of the other points and seems to 
be entitled to somewhat lower rates. 

Concerning the reasonableness of these rates it is 
to be observed that for many years the rate was 34 
cents from Seymour and 34% cents from Cedar Gap. 
Afterward defendants established a 3l-cent rate from 
both points. The presumption that 34 and 34% cents 
were reasonable arises from the voluritary act of the 
carriers in keeping them in effect for a long period of 
time and that presumption has not been overcome in our 
judgment by the evidence presented in this case. De- 
fendants assert that these rates are very low in com- 
parison with carload rates on apples generally through- 
out the country, and the statement is also made that on 
a mileage basis the rates in question are lower than 
were prescribed to Oklahoma points from the Ozark re- 
gion (in which Seymour and Cedar Gap are situated) 
in the case of Ozark Fruit Growers’ association vs. St. L. 
& S. F. R. R. Co., 16 I. C. C. Rep., 134. Notwithstanding 
the contention made in this. regard, the carriers have 
named rates which are lower than those here in question, 
and the reduction from 34 and 34% cents to 31 cents, so 
far as appears from the record, was voluntary. 

Under all the circumstances we are of opinion and 
find that the rates charged were unreasonable to the 
extent that they exceeded 34 and 34% cents per 100 
pounds and that complainant is entitled to reparation. 
The amount of reparation, however, cannot be deter- 
mined on this record. It appears that 5 cars were 
bought by complainant and 5 cars were handled by it 
on commission. The well-settled rule of the Commission 
is that the party who has been required to pay an 
unlawful rate is the party to whom reparation should be 
awarded, and therefore reparation on the 5 consigned 
cars must be denied. With respect of the 5 cars bought 
by complainant and on which it paid the freight, the 
record does not permit an order, for the reason that it 
does not clearly appear which of the 10 cars were bought 
by complainant. Upon submission of a statement show- 
ing the cars, the weight of the shipments therein, and 


the points of origin and destination, a proper order will 
be issued. 


Through Rate on Lumber Upheld 





No. 3104. 
i fC. © ‘Rep, 1445 
W. P. CRAIG LUMBER COMPANY 
Vs. 

VIRGINIAN RAILWAY COMPANY ET AL. 
Submitted April 18, 1910. Decided June 3, 1910. 
Through rate on lumber from Victoria, Va., to Alliance, O., 

not found unreasonable. Reparation denied. 

No appearance for complainant. 

E. W. Knight for Virginian Railway company. 

Henry Wolf Bikle for Norfolk & Portsmouth Belt 
Line Railroad company; New York, Philadelphia & Nor- 
folk Railroad company; Pennsylvania Railroad com- 
pany, and Pennsylvania company. 
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Report of the Commission. 


PROUTY, Commissioner: 

At the hearing in Pittsburg, April 18, 1910, com- 
plainant did not appear, although its office is in that 
city. ; 

This is a claim for reparation in the amount of 
$87.22 on account of alleged unreasonable charges on 
four carloads of lumber from Victoria, Va., a station 
120 miles west of Norfolk, on the Virginian railway, 
to Alliance, Ohio, shipped in October, 1909. 

The Virginian railway extends from Norfolk, Va., 
to Deepwater, W. Va., and was opened for traffic about 
April, 1909. Since it was .completed it has been ex- 
tending its through routes and joint rates as rapidly as 
possible to points in the west, including stations in 
Ohio. At the time these shipments moved it had no 
joint rates to Alliance, but had established a joint rate 
to Cleveland and other stations on the Cleveland, Cin- 
cinnati, Chicago & St. Louis. 

These shipments moved from Victoria to Norfolk, 
and from there over the Pennsylvania lines, and the 
carriers via this route are the only defendants. The 
answer of the Virginian railway states that complain- 
ant directed that the shipment move via this route. 
The through rate was made up of the local rate of 8 
cents from Victoria to Norfolk, and 16 cents from Nor- 
folk to destination, and a switching charge of $1.50 per 
ear charged by the Norfolk & Portsmouth Belt Line 
Railroad company. The freight could have moved 
either via Deepwater, at a combination rate of 28% 
cents, or via Roanoke and the Norfolk & Western and 
its connections at a combination rate of 26 cents. There- 
fore the rate applied on this shipment was the lowest 
in effect at the time. Recently the Virginian railway 
has published a joint rate of 1914 cents from Victoria to 
Alliance, the same as the joint rate from Victoria to 
Cleveland and other stations on the Cleveland, Cincin- 
nati, Chicago & St. Louis at the time this shipment 
moved. 

There is a prayer for the establishment of a max- 
imum rate, but the petition alleges that the route over 
which the shipments actually moved “is a longer and 
unreasonable one.” Complainant evidently desires the 
route and rate via Deepwater, W. Va., that being the 
route via which the 19%-cent rate applied to Cleveland 
and other points. As above stated, the 1914-cent rate 
via this route has*been established. Under the circum- 
stances there would be no occasion for an order con- 
tinuing that rate in effect, even if the carriers con- 
stituting that route were parties defendant. 

The only question, therefore, is whether the rates 
charged over the route the shipments moved are un- 
reasonable. The: local rate from Victoria to Norfolk 
is on the basis of locals along the line of the Virginian 
railway and is somewhat less than via its competitor, 
for the same distance, the Norfolk & Western. There 
is no complaint of the switching charge at Norfolk. 
The rate of the Pennsylvania lines from Norfolk to 
Alliance, Ohio, is in accordance with the general 
structure of rates on lumber from Norfolk to points 
west of Pittsburg and has been in effect for a great 
many years. The complaint will be dismissed. 
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Carrier Misroutes; Reparation 





No. 2876. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 146.) 
WILLIAM CAMERON & COMPANY, INCORPORATED, 
Vs. 
HOUSTON, EAST & WEST TEXAS RAILWAY 
COMPANY ET AL. 
Submitted March 31, 1910. Decided June 10, 1910. 


1. Rate charged on shipment of lumber from Davisville, Tex., 
to Santa Rita, N. M., found unreasonable. Reparation 
awarded, 


2. Rate charged on shipment of lumber from Saron, Tex., to 

Altus, Okla., found unreasonable. Reparation awarded. 

C. W. Payne and W. M. Sleeper for complainant. 

J. R. Christian for Houston, East & West Texas 
Railway company. 

D. L. Meyers for Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway company. < 

J. S. Hershey for Gulf, Colorado & Santa Fe Rail- 
way company. 

J. W. Allen for Missouri, Kansas & Texas Railway 
company of Texas. 

Report of the Commission. 
PROUTY, Commissioner: 

Two complaints involving shipments of lumber have 
been consolidated in this one case. They were heard 
together and will be disposed of in one report. 

Complainant shipped from Davisville, Tex., a point 
on the Houston, East & West Texas railway, to Santa 
Rita, N. M., a point on the Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe railway, on September 7, 1907, a carload of lumber 
weighing 36,500 pounds. Freight charges were collected 
in two separate payments aggregating $257.32. Com- 
plainant tendered shipment without routing instruc- 
tions, except as follows: “Care of Santa Fe at EI 
Paso.” The originating carrier misrouted the shipment, 
delivering it to the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe at 
Cleveland, Tex. If it had been routed via the lines 
taking the lowest combination it would have taken a 
39-cent rate, made up of-18 cents to El Paso over the 
Houston, East & West Texas and Galveston, Harris- 
burg & San Antonio, and 21 cents, El Paso to destina- 
tion, via the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe. Reparation 
is asked on the basis of the 39-cent rate in the sum 
of $114.97, less $40.15 already refunded. 

In its answer the Houston, East & West Texas 
railway admits that complainant is entitled to repara- 
tion in the sum of $74.82, the amount claimed, and it 
assumes sole responsibility for the misrouting. 

Upon the record we find that complainant was 
damaged in so far as the rate charged exceeded charges 
at a rate of 39 cents per 100 pounds, and reparation 
will be awarded on that basis against the originating 
carrier, the Houston, East & West Texas railway, in 
the sum of $74.82, with interest from June 12, 1908. 

The second complaint in this case involves a ship- 
ment of lumber from Saron, Tex., to Altus, Okla., for- 
merly known as Leger, Okla., December 21, 1907. No 
routing instructions were given except that complainant 
stated by indorsement on the bill of lading that the 
shipment was to move at a 28%-cent rate. Charges 


were assessed in the sum of $204.15 on a weight of 

49,000 pounds. Complainant asks for reparation on the 

basis of the 28%-cent rate in the sum of $64.50. 
Defendant Missouri, Kansas & Texas Railway Com- 
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pany of Texas admits that the lowest combination in 
effect was 33% cents, made up of 5 cents, Saron to 
Trinity, and 28% cents, Trinity to destination, and is 
willing to make reparation on that basis. Complainant 
states, however, that any charge in excess of 28% 
cents is unreasonable. 

Prior to the movement of the shipment a joint rate 
of 28144 cents had been in effect for some time. It was 
stated at the hearing that the carriers canceled this 
rate about two months prior to the shipment, for the 
reason that the lines in Oklahoma and Kansas made 
excessive demands upon the originating lines for in- 
creased divisions. Atout a year later, and after this 
shipment moved, the rate was restored, the demands of 
the lines in Oklahoma and Kansas having been with- 
drawn and the old divisions accepted. Only a few 
months after the 28%-cent rate was restored, August 25, 
1908, the rate was reduced to 25 cents, and has re- 
mained at that figure to the present time. 

We hold that at the time of the shipment the 
complainant was entitled to a through rate of 28% 
cents via the defendant and its connections, over which 
the joint rate had formerly prevailed and now prevails, 
and that it was the duty of the defendant to have 
routed the shipment via that route. In point of fact, 
it sent it by a different and much more expensive route. 
We find, therefore, that the complainant has been dam- 
aged in so far as the rate charged exceeded a rate 
of 28% cents, and reparation upon that basis will be 
awarded in the sum of $64.50, with interest from June 
12, 1908. 

The complainant does not claim that at the time 
of the shipment the rate should have been less than 
281% cents. We have not, therefore, felt called upon 
to inquire whether even that rate was excessive. 

An order will be issued in accordance with the 
above findings. 





ORDER. 


At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., 
on the 10th day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 


No. 2876. 
WILLIAM CAMERON & COMPANY, INCORPORATED, 
Vs. 


THE HOUSTON, EAST & WEST TEXAS RAILROAD 
COMPANY; GULF, COLORADO & SANTA FE 
RAILWAY COMPANY, AND THE ATCHISON, 
TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

(Original Petition.) 

This case being at issue upon complaint and an- 
Swers on file, and having been duly heard and submitted 
by the parties, and full investigation of the matters 
and things involved having been had, and the Com- 
mission having, on the date hereof, made and filed a 
report containing its findings of fact and conclusions 
thereon: 

It is ordered, That defendant the Houston, East & 
West Texas Railroad company be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed, on or before the ist day of 
September, 1910, to pay unto the complainant, William 
Cameron & Company, incorporated, the sum of $74.82, 
with interest at the rate of 6 per cent per annum 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


105 


from June 12, 1908, as reparation for misrouting one 
carload of lumber shipped from Davisville, Tex., and 
destined to Santa Rita, N. M., which misrouting has 
been found by this Commission to have been unlawful, 
as more fully and at large appears in and by said 
report of the Commission, which said report is hereby 
referred to and made a part of this order. 


No. 2876. 
WILLIAM CAMERON & COMPANY, INCORPORATED, 
vs. 


THE MISSOURI, KANSAS & . TEXAS RAILWAY 
COMPANY ‘OF TEXAS; INTERNATIONAL & 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, AND 
T. J. FREEMAN, RECEIVER THEREOF, AND ST. 
LOUIS & SAN FRANCISCO RAILROAD COMPANY. 

(First Amendment.) 

This case being at issue upon complaint and 
answers on file, and having been duly heard and 
submitted by the parties, and full investigation of 
the matters and things involved having been had, and 
the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and 
filed a report containing its findings of fact and con- 
clusions thereon: 

It is ordered, That defendant the Missouri, Kansas 
& Texas Railway Company of Texas be, and it is 
hereby, authorized and directed, on or before the ist 
day of September, 1910, to pay unto the complainant, 
William Cameron & Company, incorporated, the sum 
of $64.50, with interest thereon at the rate of 6 per 
cent per annum from June 12, 1908, as reparation for 
misrouting one carload of lumber shipped from Saron, 
Tex., to Altus, Okla., which misrouting has been found 
by this Commission to have been unlawful, as more 
fully and at large appears in and by said report of 
the Commission, which said report is hereby referred to 
and made a part of this order. 





Misrouting Charge Not Sustained 





No. 2445. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep.,* 139.) 
IDAHO LIME COMPANY 


vs. 
ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY 
COMPANY ET AL. ; 
Submitted February 10, 1910. Decided June 15, 1910. 


On complaint seeking reparation for the collection of unrea- 
sonable charges by reason of alleged misrouting of a carload 
of cement shipped from Medicine Lodge, Kan., to Spokane, 
Wash.; Held, That the charge of misrouting is not sus- 
tained. Complaint dismissed. 

D. E. Twitchell for complainant. 
James G. Wilson for Denver & Rio Grande Rail- 
road company, Oregon Short Line Railroad company, 


and Oregon Railroad & Navigation company. 


Report of the Commission. 
LANE, Commissioner: 

On April 13, 1907, complainant shipped one carload 
of cement, 44,000 pounds in weight, via the lines of 
the defendants from Medicine Lodge, Kan., to Spokane, 
Wash., charges being collected in accordance with 
the joint Class C rate of $1 per 100 pounds, or in 
the amount of $440. The complainant alleges that the 
shipment was tendered to the agent of the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company at Medicine 
Lodge without routing instructions, and that the ship- 
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ment was misrouted by that carrier, thereby subjecting 
the complainant to excessive charges in the amount of 
$228.80. Reparation is asked. 

The complainant represents that if the shipment 
had moved via the line of the Atchison, Topeka & 
Santa Fe Railway company to Concordia, Kan., thence 
via the line of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road company to Billings, Mont., and thence via the 
Northern Pacific to destination, a total through charge 
of 48 cents per 100 pounds would have been applicable. 
It appears, however, from an examination of the tar- 
iffs, that at the time the shipment was made the rate 
lawfully applicable via this route, as well as via the 
route of movement, was the joint Class C rate of $1 per 
100 pounds. Although there was in effect a lower 
combination of local rates via the route made up of 
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, the Burlington, and 
the Northern Pacific, the $1 rate was nevertheless law- 
fully effective via both routes. In view of this fact 
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company can- 
not be held guilty of misrouting. 

The complainant does not allege that the rate to 
which it has been subjected was unreasonable, nor was 
any evidence submitted on that question. Upon this 
record, therefore, no relief can be granted. The com- 
plaint will be dismissed with leave to the complainant 
to file an amended petition if it so desires. 


Should Have Taken Low Rate Route 


No. 3088. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 297.) 
ALPHA PORTLAND CEMENT COMPANY 
vs. 
DELAWARE, LACKAWANNA & WESTERN RAILROAD 
COMPANY ET AL. 


Submitted May 26, 1910. Decided June 10, 1910. 





The consignor noted on the bill of lading a route and also a 
rate which was legally in force only over another route; 
Held, That the initial carrier ought to have forwarded the 
shipment by the route over which the specified rate applied 
instead of by the named route which carried a higher rate. 

i 
Louis H. Porter for complainant. 


Clyde Brown for New York Central & Hudson River 
Railroad company. 

John L. Seager for Delaware, Lackawanna & West- 
ern Railroad company. f 


; Report of the Commission, 
HARLAN, Commissioner: 

On August 8, 1909, the complainant shipped two 
carloads of cement, weighing in the aggregate 129,200 
pounds, from Martins Creek, in the state of Pennsyl 
vania, to Brockton, in the state of Massachusetts. In 
delivering the shipment to the initial carrier, the princi 
pal defendant herein, a shipping clerk in the employ of 
the complainant erroneously or inadvertently noted on 
the bill of lading directions to forward the cars to_desti- 
nation over the lines of the Lehigh Valley, West Shore, 
and Boston & Albany railroads. But in two places on 
the bill of lading the through rate of freight was stated 
at $2.25 per net ton; and this was in fact the legal joint 
rate over a through route composed of the principal 
defendant’s line in connection with the New York, New 
Haven & Hartford railroad and certain intermediate 
lines. In this form the bill of lading was executed by 
the initial carrier’s agent, who without inquiry billed the 
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cars forward over the specified route; and they moved 
in accordance with the billing, over the most direc; 
route available in connection with the lines named, as 
far as South Framingham,, where the Boston & Albany, 
which does not reach Brockton by its own rails, deliy- 
ered the cars to the New York, New Haven & Hartford 
for movement to destination, a short distance beyond. 
The charges were collected at a rate of $2.25 per ton to 
South Framingham, plus the last-named company’s local 
rate of 10 cents per 100 pounds, which is equivalent to 
$2 per ton, beyond. As the goods were sold on a deliy- 
ered basis the complainant has therefore sustained a loss 
to the extent of $2 per ton, or in the sum of $129.20, by 
reason of the higher charges assessed as the result of 
the erroneous movement, 

Upon similar facts the Commission on April 6, 1909. 
made the following informal ruling, which is published 
as Rule 159, Bulletin No. 4: 


A bill of lading showed both a rate and a route, but t 
rate did not apply over the route named; Held, That ir 
such cases the shipment should be forwarded via the route « 
which the stated rate applies unless the rate via the spe 
route makes lower, in which event the specified routing m 


be followed. 


This ruling, which we now adhere to, together with 
our ruling of June 8, 1909, which is of similar import 
and is reported as Rule 186, Bulletin No. 4, must 
regarded as controlling in this case. Upon the facts as 
stated we therefore find that in view of the conflict 
between the routing instructions and the through rate as 
specified on the bill of lading, it was the duty of th 
initial carrier to forward the shipment by the cheaper 
route or to obtain further and definite directions from 
the consignor. Because of its failure to pursue either 
course we think it must be held liable to the complain- 
ant for the additional transportation charges resulting 
from the misrouting. It follows that the complainant is 
entitled to reparation in the sum of $129.20, with interest 
from October 14, 1909. 

An order will be entered accordingly. 





ORDER. 

At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., on 
the 10th day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A, Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners 

No. 3088. 
ALPHA PORTLAND CEMENT COMPANY 
vs. 

THE DELAWARE, LACKAWANNA & WESTERN RAIL- 
ROAD COMPANY; LEHIGH VALLEY RAILROAD 
COMPANY; WEST SHORE RAILROAD COMPANY: 
BOSTON & ALBANY RAILROAD COMPANY, AND 
THE NEW YORK, NEW HAVEN & HARTFORD 
RAILROAD COMPANY. 

This case being at issue upon complaint and answers 
on file, and having been duly heard and submitted by 
the parties, and full investigation of the matters and 
things involved having been had, and the Commission 
having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report con- 
taining its findings of fact and conclusions thereon: 

It is ordered, That defendant the Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna & Western Railroad company be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and directed, on or before the ist day of Sep- 
tember, 1910, to pay unto the complainant, Alpha Port: 
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land Cement company, the sum of $129.20, with interest 
thereon at the rate of 6 per cent per annum from Oc- 
tober 14, 1909, as reparation for additional transportation 
charges resulting from misrouting two carloads of cement 
shipped from Martins Creek, Pa., and destined to 
Brockton, Mass., which additional charges have been 
found by this Commission to have been unreasonable, as 
more fully and at large appears in and by said report 
of the Commission, which said report is hereby referred 
to and made a part of this order. 


Prescribes Charges on Shingles 
No. 2853. 
(39. 5: S.C) eee - Been 
MENEFEE BROTHERS 


Vs. 


VICKSBURG, SHREVEPORT & PACIFIC RAILWAY 
COMPANY ET AL. 
Submitted January 28, 1910. Decided June 7, 1910. 
De idants’ charges on carload of shingles from Monroe, La., 


found unreasonable, and 
Rate for the future prescribed. 


o Crowell, Tex., 
’ 


warded, 


reparation 

Bryan & Spoonts for complainant. 

J. W. Allen for Missouri, Kansas & Texas Railway 
company of Texas. 

T. F. Steele for Vicksburg, Shreveport & Pacific 
Railway company. 

Report of the Commission. 
CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

Complainant seeks reparation on account of charges 
for shipment of a carload of shingles weighing 45,400 
pounds from Monroe, La., to Crowell, Tex., January 19, 
1909, on which charges were collected in the sum of 
$199.76. At the time the shipment moved the pub- 
lished rate via the route of movement was the joint 
through class rate of 44 cents. It is alleged that the 
rate charged was unjust and unreasonable in so far as 
it exceeded 26% cents, and reparation is asked in the 
sum of $78.32. 

Five days after this shipment moved, a commodity 
rate of 26% cents became effective via the route of 
February 22, 1909, this rate was 
canceled, and there was established between the same 
points, but via a different route, a 26%-cent rate, in 
which, however, the Kansas City, Mexico & Orient 
refused to join. This had the effect of again making 
applicable the 44-cent class rate via the route this 
shipment moved, which rate is still in effect. 


movement, but on 


The only defendants represented at the hearing 
were the Vicksburg, Shreveport & Pacific and Missouri, 
Kansas & Texas, and these lines, by their counsel, ad- 
mit the justness of the claim for reparation. These 
carriers are also parties to the present commodity rate 
of 2614 cents established February 22, 1909, via the 
other route and still in effect. 

We find that the rate charged complainant was un- 
just and unreasonable in so far as it exceeded 26% 
cents per 100 pounds, and reparation will be awarded 
upon that basis in the sum of $78.32, with interest 
from February 1, 1909. Defendants will also be required 
to establish and maintain for the future via the route 
of movement of this shipment a rate not in excess 
of 26% cents per 100 pounds. 

An order will be entered accordingly. 
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ORDER. 


At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., 
on the 7th day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 

No. 2853. 


O. R. MENEFEE, DOING BUSINESS AS MENEFEE 
BROTHERS, 
vs. 
VICKSBURG, SHREVEPORT & PACIFIC RAILWAY 


COMPANY; THE MISSOURI, KANSAS & TEXAS 

RAILWAY COMPANY OF TEXAS; TEXAS CEN- 

TRAL RAILROAD COMPANY, AND THE KANSAS 

CITY, MEXICO & ORIENT RAILWAY COMPANY. 

This case being at issue upon complaint and an- 
swers on file, and having been duly heard and submitted 
by the parties, and full investigation of the matters 
and things involved having been had, and the Comimis- 
sion having, on the date hereof, made and filed a 
report containing its findings of fact and conclusions 
thereon: 

It is ordered, That the above-named defendants 
be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed, on 
or before the 15th day of August, 1910, to pay unto 
the complainant, O. R. Menefee, doing business as 
Menefee Brothers, the sum of $78.32, with interest 
thereon at the rate of six per cent per annum from 
February 1, 1909, as reparation for an unreasonable 
rate charged for the transportation of one carload of 
shingles from Monroe, La., to Crowell, Tex., which rate 
so charged has been found by this Commission to have 
been unreasonable, as more fully and at large appears 
in and by said report of the Commission, which said 
report is hereby referred to and made a part of this 
order. 

It is further ordered, That said defendants be, 
and they are hereby, notified and required to establish, 
on or before the 15th day of August, 1910, and maintain 
in force thereafter during a period of not less than 
two years, a rate for the transportation of shingles in 
carloads from Monroe, La., to Crowell, Tex., which shall 
net exceed 26%, cents per 100 pounds: which rate is 
found by the Commission in its report to be reasonable. 


Carrier Liable for Excess Charge 


No. 3158. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 293.) 
WILLSON BROTHERS LUMBER COMPANY 
vs. 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY ET AL. 


Submitted June 7, 1910. 





Decided June 10, 1910. 


In accepting a shipment at a point in North Carolina for car- 
riage to a point in the state of Ohio, the initial carrier 
issumed the burden of giving the shipper the advantage of 
the cheapest reasonably direct route; but not being well 
advised of the available routes, it neither asked instructions 
of the shipper nor made inquiry of connecting lines; Held, 


That it is liable to the shipper for the excess charge re- 

sulting from its mistake in delivering the shipment to the 

wrong connection. 

Robert Allen for complainant. 

Edward R. Baird, Jr., for Norfolk Southern Railroad 
company. 

George Stuart Patterson and George D. Dixon for 
Pennsylvania Railroad company. 


H. A. Taylor for Erie Railroad company. 
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Report of the Commission, 
HARLAN, Commissioner: 


A carload of lumber, the weight of which was 
47,200 pounds, was shipped on March 9, 1908, from Hert- 
ford, in the state of North Carolina, consigned to the 
Ashland Steel Range & Manufacturing company at Ash- 
land, in the state of Ohio, and freight charges amount- 
ing to $128.62 were collected on the movement at a com- 
bination rate of 2714 cents per 100 pounds. This rate 
cannot be verified from tariffs on file with the Commis- 
sion as applicable over the route by which the shipment 
is said to have moved, namely, the line of the principal 
defendant to Norfolk, thence over the New York, Phila- 
delphia & Norfolk and the various lines of the Pennsyl- 
vania system to Akron, whence it was taken by the 
Erie and delivered at destination. 

The consignor gave no routing instructions, but re- 
quested Erie delivery; and the shipment was delivered at 
destination on the rails of that carrier. But it appears 
that another and more direct route was available over 
which the through charge was but 20% cents per 100 
pounds, made up of a local rate of 4% cents from Hert- 
ford to Berkeley, and a joint rate of 16 cents from Berke- 
ley to destination over the Norfolk & Western and the 
Chesapeake & Ohio, with the Erie as a delivering car- 
rier. 

The defense made is that the principal defendant 
was not advised of the rates of its connections, and 
could not reasonably be required to keep its local agents 
informed of the through charges to distant points of 
destination. This, however, cannot be accepted as a 
sufficient excuse upon the facts here disclosed. With 
respect to this point of origin, the destination in question 
is not fairly to be regarded as a distant point, as that 
phrase is used in Duluth & Iron Range R. R. Co. Vs. 
C., St. P. M. & O. Ry. Co., 18 I. C. C. Rep., 485, 489; on 
the contrary, it is located in territory as to which the 
principal defendant in order to be able to conduct its 
transportation with reasonable dispatch and satisfaction 
to itself and the public ought to be more or less well 
informed. Not being advised, however, as to the cheap- 
est available and reasonably direct route, it could have 
demanded instructions from the consignor or could have 
made inquiry of the connecting lines; but it accepted 
the shipment without pursuing either course and under- 
took to forward it to destination. In doing so it as- 
sumed the burden of giving the shipper the advantage 
of the cheapest reasonably available route; but it made 

the mistake of delivering the shipment to the wrong 
connection. Because of its failure to route the shipment 
properly we find that the defendant is liable to the com- 
plainant in the sum of $30.68, with interest thereon from 
April 1, 1908, being the difference between the charges 
actually collected and the charges that would have been 
assessable on the shipment over the right route. 

It will be so ordered. 





ORDER. 

At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., on 
the 10th day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin Ks 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 
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No. 3158. 
WILLSON BROTHERS LUMBER COMPANY 
vs. 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY; NEW 
YORK, PHILADELPHIA & NORFOLK RAILWAY 
COMPANY; THE PENNSYLVANIA’ RAILROAD 
COMPANY; PENNSYLVANIA COMPANY; THE 
CLEVELAND, AKRON & COLUMBUS RAILWAY 
COMPANY, AND ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY. 
This case being at issue upon complaint and answers 

on file, and having been duly heard and submitted by 

the parties, and full investigation of the matters and 
things involved having been had, and* the Commission 
having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report con- 


.taining its findings of fact and conclusions thereon: 


It is ordered, That defendant Norfolk Southern Rail- 
road company be, and it is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected, on or before the ist day of September, 1910, to 
pay unto the complainant, Willson Brothers Lumber 
company, the sum of $30.68, with interest thereon at the 
rate of 6 per cent per annum from April 1, 1908, as rep- 
aration for misrouting one carload of lumber shipped 
from Hertford, N. C., and destined to Ashland, Ohio. 
which misrouting has been found by this Commission to 
have been unlawful, as more fully and at large appears 
in and by said report of the Commission, which said 


report is hereby referred to and made a part of this 
order. 





No. 3062. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 290.) 
REITER, CURTIS & HILL 


Vs. 
NEW YORK, SUSQUEHANNA & WESTERN RAILROAD 
COMPANY. 
Submitted April 2, 1910. Decided June 2, 1910. 

The view expressed that unloading facilities that are ample 
to meet the general requirements of a community need 
not be enlarged by a carrier to meet the special require- 
ments of a single shipper on a given occasion, 

2. Complaint, demanding refund of demurrage charges that 
accrued pending negotiations for, and the construction of 
private sidings and connections, the work being completed 
within thirty days after the request for them was made, 
dismissed as being without merit. 


Ball & Ludlow for complainants. 
H. A. Taylor and T. H. Burgess for defendant. 


Report of the Commission. 
HARLAN, Commissioner: 

On June 19, 1908, the complainants, a copartnership 
of railroad contractors, were awarded a contract for the 
construction of section 6 of a cut-off on the Delaware. 
Lackawanna & Western railroad, near Vails, a smal! 
town in the state of New Jersey on the line of the de- 
fendant, the New York, Susquehanna & Western Rail- 
road company. They had just finished some construction 
work for the Pennsylvania Railroad company, near Mex 
ico and Nescopeck, in the state of Pennsylvania, and 
their extensive plant and equipment, consisting of steam 
shovels, locomotives, rails, boilers, engines, compressors 
well-drills, rock-drills, cars, wagons, tools, etc., were stil! 
on the ground at those points. The Pennsylvania offi- 
cials were anxious to move the equipment out of the 
way as soon as possible, and the complainants were no 
less anxious promptly to install it at the point where 
their new work was to commence. The necessary sidings 
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and connections were promptly put in, so that the com- 
plainants were able to commence shipping from Nesco- 
peck on June 27, and from Mexico about July 13, the cars 
from Nescopeck being billed to “contractor’s siding, Vails, 
N. J.” while those from Mexico were billed simply to 
Vails. 

The defendant’s unloading facilities at Vails consist 
of a team track which had always been ample for the 
needs of that community, but was not sufficient to meet 
the requirements of the complainants. They needed two 
private sidings and a connection with a private track, 
which they proposed to extend to the place where their 
new work was to be done. Instead of taking the matter 
up with the defendant before their shipments began to 
eo forward to Vails they did not communicate with it 
until June 27, which was the day on which the first ship- 
ments from Nescopeck were made; and at that time they 
did nothing beyond making an inquiry by telephone as to 
the proper method of making an application for a private 
siding., It will not be necessary to follow in detail the 
subsequent interviews between the complainants and the 
defendant commencing on July 1. It will suffice to say 
that it was necessary for the engineer of the defendant 
to examine the site, to prepare blueprints, to secure 
estimates of: the cost of the proposed sidings, to make 
terms with the complainants, and finally to have the 
work done. In the meantime the cars containing the 
complainants’ equipment, of which there appears to have 
been 109 in all, began to arrive at Vails, the first ship- 
ments reaching that point on July 6, the last car being 
unloaded about August 16. The sidings and the desired 
connections were not ready for use until August 1. 

As a result of this situation, demurrage charges ac- 
crued against the complainants and were paid by them 
to the amount of $1,110, of which they concede that $43 
was justly assessed; and the object of the petition is to 
require the defendant to refund the balance of $1,067 on 
the ground that it was the duty of the defendant to have 
the sidings and switch connections ready within a rea- 
sonable time, and that it failed in this duty in that it 
did not have them completed until the date last 
mentioned. 

Although it would necessarily have involved some 
delay, considering the extent of the equipment and the 
tumber of cars that arrived at Vails, the complainants 
could have unloaded the shipments on the defendant’s 
unloading track at Vails. There was room on the track 
within the defendant’s right of way for at least three 
cars. The complainants were unwilling, however, to 
use that track because, as they explain, their heavy 
machinery and equipment could have been unloaded at a 
team track only at great cost and that course would also 
have involved a large additional expense for wagon haul 
for a distance of nearly a mile to the point at which 
they were to commence work on the right of way of 
another carrier. They also express a doubt as to 
whether the public authorities would have been willing 
to permit them to haul such heavy material over a pub- 
lic road. To save expense and to meet what they re- 
garded as the necessities of the situation they therefore 
prepared to, and, as soon as the place of connection was 
determined upon by the defendant, did build a private 
track to their place of work, so that, when connected 
with the defendant’s line, the cars containing their 
equipment could be pushed directly to the point where 
the material and equipment were needed. 
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We see in these facts no grounds upon which we 
may properly award damages to the complainants. HBven 
if it may be said that an interstate carrier is required by 
law to enlarge its facilities in order to meet the special 
needs of a single shipper, on a given occasion, a propo- 
sition that is obviously untenable, we are unable to find 
upon the record that there was any such sndue delay on 
the part of the defendant in furnishing additional facili- 
ties as to make it legally responsible in - damages to the 
complainants.» We know from other proceedings before 
us that switches and connections must be located with 
some regard to the safety of main-line passenger and 
freight traffic, and while it may be true that the defend- 
ant might have reached its conclusions more promptly 
with respect to the sidings and switch connections de- 
sired by the complainants, we find in the record no 
indication of any willful delay on its part or of aly pur 
pose to wrong the complainants, or any fact upon which 
we may predicate legal liability on the part of the de- 


fendant to refund the demurrage charges assessed 


against the complainants in accordance with the pub- 
lished tariffs of the defendant. The request of the com- 
plainants was looked into, plans prepared, arrangements 
made, the material put on the ground, and the work 
done within approximately thirty days, which seems, 
from any point of view, a reasonable compliance with 
the complainants’ demand. 


The complaint must be dismissed, and it will be so 
ordered. 





Informal Claims Must Be Definite 


No. 1590. 

(19 I. C. GC. Rep., 299.) 
HOMER P. FISK & SONS 
Vs. 

BOSTON & MAINE RAILROAD. 


Submitted December 18, 1909. 





Decided June 3, 1910. 


While an informal letter is sufficient to stop the statute of 
limitations on reparation claims, yet such letter must 
contain all the elements of a claim. The letter relied 
upon herein is not such a definite and independent claim 
as to defeat the plea of limitation, 


2. <A carrier may demand its legal charges before delivering 
freight, and demurrage accruing during a controversy as 
to such payment cannot be refunded on that ground alone, 
but it must be shown that the charges are unreasonable 
or unjustly discriminatory. 

Dissimilarity of conditions affecting the transportation of 
this coal existing at Springfield, Mass., but not present 
at Holyoke, Mass., under the decisions of the United 
States Supreme court negatives the presumption of un- 
reasonableness of rates as to Holyoke shipments. 

In the absence of ‘satisfactory evidence 
complainants on coal from the 
found unreasonable. 

Refund of straight overcharge on certain shipments of coal 
ordered to be made. 


the rate charged 
Lackawanna road not 


Richard J. Talbot for complainants. 
Edgar J. Rich and G. H. Eaton for defendant. 


Report of the Commission, 
CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

This complaint, filed June 6, 1908, alleges damages 
in connection with shipments of anthracite coal from 
Pennsylvania fields to Holyoke, Mass. The shipments 
involved moved through Rotterdam Junction, Troy, and 
Mechanicsville, N. Y., and thence over the Boston & 
Maine. There are several separate and distinct grounds 
of complaint and specific damage is alleged as to each. 
An award of $30,000 is asked on account of delayed 
shipments and ah additional $30,000 for unjust dis- 







































a 


a a aS 


{ 


110 THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


crimination in that other shippers were accorded lower 
rates. Damages in the sum of $492.25 are asked for the 
loss. in transit of one carload of coal and for two cars 
alleged to be “illegally removed from the control of the 
complainants by the Boston & Maine railroad.” Aside 
from the question of jurisdiction as to certain features 
thereof no further reference need be made to these 
claims, inasmuch as no evidence has been introduced 
to support them. Reparation in the sum of $1,555.10 
is also asked on account of alleged unreasonable charges 
between February 25, 1903, and January 26, 1907; for 
$266.96, because of alleged violation of the long-and-short- 
haul clause in that the rate to Springfield, Mass., is 5 
cents per 100 pounds less than to Holyoke, an inter- 
mediate point; and for $355.93, which complainants 
allege defendant has “overcharged them with relation to 
demurrage or indemnity and service charges on the fol- 
lowing shipments.” 

At the outset the question is raised as to the Com- 
mission’s jurisdiction over shipments made prior to 
June 6, 1906, which was two years prior to the filing 
of the complaint. Complainants contend that the stat- 
ute of limitations has not run because of a letter filed 
with the Commission on May 23, 1907, in which the rates 
of the Boston & Maine from Rotterdam Junction to 
Holyoke and other points, and rates generally from 
Pennsylvania coal fields to Holyoke and Springfield are 
set forth. While the Commission holds that it is not 
necessary that a formal petition be filed in order to 
stop the statute, an informal letter or other communica- 
tion to accomplish this result must contain all the ele- 
ments of a claim. In Woodward & Dickinson vs. L. & 
N. R. R. Co., 15 I. C. C. Rep., 170, a letter received by 
the Commission clearly setting forth the carriers, date, 
rate, weight, and points of origin and destination was 
held sufficient. The letter here relied upon, however, 
was not filed as a claim, but was part of a correspond- 
ence between this office and complainants respecting 
a general inquiry then being conducted by the Com- 
mission, and we do not feel justified in treating it as 
such a definite and independent claim as to defeat the 
plea of limitation. 

As to the claim for demurrage, no evidence is in- 
troduced except that on May 23, 1907, defendant .can- 
celed the credit account of complainants, which for a 
long time previous thereto had been extended, and re- 
fused to deliver to their siding until the freight charges 
were paid. Pending the controversy this demurrage 
accrued on cars that were held from dates in May until 
as late as July 22, 1907. Complainants contend that 
these charges were not justified under the circum- 
stances. Regardless of a carrier’s reasons for canceling 
a credit account, it is undoubtec that it may demand its 
legal charges before delivering freight, and demurrage 
accruing during a controversy as to such payment can- 
not be refunded on that ground alone, but it must be 
shown that the charges are unreasonable or unjustly 
discriminatory. The record shows that this demurrage 
was collected under lawful tariff authority and we are 
not justified upon this record in ordering a_ refund 
thereof. 

In considering the alleged violation of the long- 
and-short-haul clause it is necessary to inquire into 
the conditions of transportation at Springfield and 
Holyoke, respectively. Springfield is served by the 
Boston & Maine, New York Central and the New York, 
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New Haven & Hartford, while Holyoke is reached 
by the Boston & Maine and New York Central. 
The New York, New Haven & Hartford and con. 
nections reach the Pennsylvania coal fields’ direct 
and make a joint rate to Springfield. The Boston 
& Maine reaches Springfield only thrcugh Troy and 
Rotterdam Junction in connecticn with lines terminating 
at those points, and this route is much longer than the 
direct line ~* the New York, New Haven & Hartford 
and connections. The Boston & Maine contends that if 
it is to participate in Springfield business it must meet 
this competition of the New York, New Haven & Hart- 
ford road. According to decisions of the Supreme 
court, which we must follow, the dissimilarity of con- 
ditions affecting this traffic at Springfield and Holyoke, 
respectively, which we find exists and which was ad- 
mitted by complainants’ counsel] at the oral argument, 
negatives the presumption of unreasonableness as to 
Holyoke shipments. 


The real question involved is the reasonableness of 
the $1.15 rate on certain shipments from Rotterdam 
Junction to Holyoke. Anthracite coal -originates in 
Pennsylvania along the Central of New Jersey, Erie, 
Lehigh Valley, Delaware, Lackawanna & Western, Dela- 
ware & Hudson, Pennsylvania, and New York, Ontario 
& Western roads. The three carriers first named 
in connection with either the New ork Central or 
the New York, New Haven & Hartford have direct 
routes into Springfield and Holyoke and _ publish a 
point rate of $2.80 to the latter place. Prior to 
June, 1906, these carriers published a rate to Rotter 
dam Junction of $1.85. The Boston & Maine participates 
in the Springfield and Holyoke business only over the 
circuitous route via Rotterdam Junction, Greenfield, and 
down the Connecticut Valley. To participate in the 
Holyoke traffic it was necessary to meet the joint rate 
of $2.80 published by the carriers above named, and 
this was done by publishing a proportional from Rotter- 
dam Junction of 95 cents. This proportional was can 
celed in June, 1906, when a joint through rate of $2.8) 
was established by these lines with the Boston & Maine, 
that carrier receiving %5 cents as its share of the 
through rate. Neither the Welaware, Lackawanna & 
Western nor the Delaware & Hudson published a joint 
rate to Springfield or Holyoke. The Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna & Western’s rate to Rotterdam Junction was 
$2.45, and as this road had no competitive rate of $2.80 
for the Boston & Maine to meet, the latter carrier 
charged its full local of $1.15 from Rotterdam Junction 
to Holyoke. Thus the rate to Holyoke was dependent 
upon the point of origin of the coal, the rate from 
Central of New Jersey, Erie, or Lehigh Valley mines 
being $2.80 and from Delaware, Lackawanna & Western 
mines $3.60 per ton. No evidence was introduced as 
to the reasonableness of the $1.15 rate from Rotterdam 
Junction to Holyoke on Delaware, Lackawanna & West-, 
ern shipments except its comparison with the 95-cent 
rate on shipments from the other lines referred to. In 
the absence of other and satisfactory evidence that the 
$1.15 rate on Delaware, Lackawanna & Western ship- 
ments was unreasonable, we cannot so find. 

Defendant admits that on shipments since June 46, 
1906, there -is a straight overcharge of $46.57, which it 
is willing to refund. An order will be entered for that 
sum with interest from January 30, 1908. 
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ORDER. 

At a general session of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, held at its office in Washington, D. C., on 
the 3d day of June, A. D. 1910. 

Present: Martin A. Knapp, Judson C. Clements, 
Charles A. Prouty, Francis M. Cockrell, Franklin K. 
Lane, Edgar E. Clark, James S. Harlan, Commissioners. 

No. 1590. 
HOMER P. FISK & SONS 
vs. 
BOSTON & MAINE RAILROAD. 

This case being at issue upon complaint and answer 
on file, and having been duly heard and submitted by 
the parties, and full investigation of the matters and 
things involved having been had, and the Commissjon 
having, on the date hereof, made and filed a report con- 
taining its findings of fact and conclusions thereon: 


It is ordered, That the above-named defendant be, 
and it is hereby, authorized and directed, on or before 
the Ist day of September, 1910, to pay unto the com- 
plainants, Homer P. Fisk & Sons, the sum of $46.57 
with interest thereon at the rate of 6 per cent per 
annum from January 30, 1908, as reparation for an 
overcharge on certain shipments of coal from Rotter- 
dam Junction, N. Y., to Holyoke, Mass.; which over- 
charge has been found by this Commission to have 
been unlawful, as more fully and at large appears in 
and by said report of the Commission, which said re- 
port is hereby referred to and made a part of this 
order. 


Case Dism‘ssed without Prejudice 





No, 3005. 
(19 I. C. C. Rep., 110.) 
QUAMMEN & AUSTAD LUMBER COMPANY 
vs, 
CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & ST. PAUL RAILWAY 
COMPANY ET AL. 


Submitted April 21, 1910. Decided June 3, 1910. 
Complainant claimed reparation on shipment of compo-board 
on the ground that the rate should not have exceeded that 
on sash, doors, etc., which constituted part of the carload; 
but as no witnesses appeared at the hearing and no evi- 
denee Was produced upon the merits, the complaint must 


be dismissed without prejudice. 

Leonard Brisley for complainant. 

F. G. Wright for defendants. 

Report of the Commission. 
CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

On October 2, 1908, complainant had shipped from 
Minneapolis, Minn., to Lemmon, S. D., a carload of sash 
and doors and compo-board, on which charges of $115.40 
were collected on the basis of the minimum weight for 
the sash and doors of 30,000 pounds at the rate of 31 
cents per 100 pounds, freight $93, and an estimated 
Weight of 3,500 pounds on the compo-board at the fourth- 
class rate of 64 cents, or $22.40. Reparation is claimed 
in the sum of $22.40, this being the difference between 
the amount actually charged and what the charge would 
have been had the entire shipment moved at 31 cents 
ber 100 pounds, minimum 30,000 pounds. 

Complainant placed with his petition a sample of the 
Compo-board, which is a material made of wood and 
covered with paper and is used as a substitute for lath 
and plaster, being nailed directly to the frame of the 
house, The carriers in their lumber schedule, under the 
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head of “articles when loaded in straight or mixed car- 
loads will take 1 cent per 100 pounds above the lumber 
rates,” specify interior and exterior finishings, such as 
doors, blinds, stairways, etc., which complainant claims 
are more subject to damage than compo-board. Com- 
plainant asserts that compo-board should be included 
among the articles taking the rate of 1 cent above lum- 
ber, instead of being rated fourth class. 

Neither party to the case presented any witnesses at 
the hearing and there is no evidence before the Commis- 
sion other than the small exhibit of compo-board and 
the expense bill covering the shipment. Whatever may 
be the merits of this complaint, it is clearly evident that 
the Commission has not before it the presentation of 
facts, circumstances and conditions bearing upon the 
question of the reasonableness of the rate charged, which 
appears to have been in accordance with the published 
tariff, necessary to an intelligent and proper determina- 
tion of the matters in question. Without other showing 
than that just indicated, we are asked to condemn the 
existing rate and to establish a just and reasonable rate 
to be applied in the future and to enter an order award- 
ing reparation, which order and findings may be received 
in court as prima facie evidence of the facts therein 
stated. We cannot upon mere complaint and suggestion 
justly take such important action. 

While it is the duty and practice of the Commission 
to exhaust its activities in developing the pertinent facts 
necessary to the full investigation and hearing of com- 
plaints before it, it is but reasonable that a party com- 
plaining should also take such action as may be within 
his power to aid the Commission by presenting such evi- 
dence as will show the pertinent facts, circumstances and 
conditions bearing upon the questions involved. 

Upon the showing made the complaint will be dis- 
missed without prejudice. It will be so ordered. 


Commission Rounds Out Three Years 








Albany, N. Y., July 8—The public service commis- 
sion, second district, completed three years of its exist- 
ence on June 30. During that time there have been 
submitted to the commission 4,918 applications, com- 
plaints, etc. 


During the first three years of the existence of the 
board of railroad commissioners, that body had pre- 
sented to it 219 matters, and during the entire 24 years 
and 3 months of its existence the number was 4,814. 
The total number of cases handled by the commission 
of gas and electricity during its existence of 11 months 
was 145. 

During the three years the commission has made 255 
orders authorizing various kinds of capitalization amount- 
ing to $344,262,088.49. The commission held hearings on 
635 days, giving a total number of 1,324 public hearings. 
During the year ended June 30, 1908, 416 hearings were 
given on 195 days; during the year ended June 30, 1909, 
443 hearings were held on 202 days, and for the year 
ended June 30, 1910, 465 hearings were held on 238 days. 


CUTS RATE ON LOGS, 

Madison, Wis., July 8—The state railroad commis- 
sion has ordered the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha railway to reduce its rate on logs from Madison 
to Berkswood from 4 to 2 cents. The reduction fol- 
lowed a complaint made by the Arpin Lumber company 
of Grand Rapids. 
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IOWA COAL RATE PROBLEMS 


Proposed Readjustment of Intrastate Transportation 
Charges Puts Up Delicate Questions to 
State Board for Decision 








BY E. G. WYLIE, 
Freight Commissioner, Greater Des Moines Committee. 


On June 28 the Iowa board of railroad commissioners 
dealt with the question of intrastate rates on soft coal, 
and, without attempting to foreshadow the commission’s 
decision, it is not amiss to say that they have a very 
pretty problem before them. 

Broadly speaking, the Iowa distance tariff stands 
to-day as it was years ago. There have been numerous 
minor changes; there have been advances and reductions, 
but none of grave importance. So far as the commis- 
sioners’ soft coal rates are concerned, they are, perhaps, 
absolutely as they were more than twenty years ago; 
but the railroad companies had in effect many individ- 
ually and voluntarily published tariffs different from the 
commission’s schedule, being lower. 

Something between a year and a half and two years 
ago the question of revising the Iowa intrastate rates 
became acute, and during the last session of the state 
legislature there was some movement made toward hav- 
#ng the legislature instruct the commission to investigate 
and revise the Iowa schedule because of the claimed 
need for such action in order to take care of the coal 
mines of the state versus the coals produced outside. 
The miners’ labor union was interested, but the subject 
went over without the legislature taking formal action. 
Subsequent to the adjournment of the legislature, how- 
ever, there was a voluntary association of coal producers 
organized, which association took up this matter of 
securing better opportunities of doing business in the 
way of handling the output in the state. The organiza- 
tion secured the services of Mr. J. E. Trotter, a thor- 
oughly informed, experienced coal man, one having ex- 
perience in the production and in the marketing as well 
of soft coal. 

In Iowa there is a statute providing in substance 
that the fact of the existence of a lower rate in an 
adjoining state is prima facie evidence of its reasonable- 
ness for Iowa intrastate services. The practical working 
of this would seem to be to put the burden of proof upon 
the carriers in defending higher rates in Iowa than they 
voluntarily apply in adjoining states—Illinois and Mis- 
souri, as examples. The evidence presented has been 
conclusive as to the existence of lower rates in adja- 
cent states, and the railroads’ difficulties are added to 

(when it comes to their meeting the burden of disprov- 
ingthe reasonableness of applying lower rates in Iowa) 
by reason of the fact that the evidence also showed that 
in many cases the carriers had voluntarily and for a long 
period of time had in effect in Iowa, which applied to 
Iowa intrastate traffic, rates lower than the commission’s 
distance tariff. 

The evidence thus far produced on behalf of the 
carriers seems to be about along these lines: That the 
coal brought into Iowa from outside the state is not of 
the Iowa grade. It is alleged that Iowa coal, often, is 
of lower “British thermal unit’ value and contains some- 
what more ash than some of the coal from Illinois, for 
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instance. It is also alleged that in an important number 
of cases at the time of bringing this complaint before 
the Iowa board of railroad commissioners, the interstate 
rates were the full sum of the intermediate rates; that 
to reduce Iowa’s rates would, in places, permit coal from 
Illinois, for instance, to get into local consumption under 
new interstate rates lowered by reduction of the Iowa 
intrastate distance tariff schedule. 

A large portion of Iowa is underlaid with very valu- 
able coal deposits, but, broadly speaking, the counties 
along the Mississippi river and along the Missouri river 
and in the vicinity of Minnesota are not blessed with 
this natural wealth. This fact brings a new complication 
into the case: The Illinois Central railroad, for instance, 


.has-perhaps no coal mines on its rails in the states of 


Iowa, Minnesota and South Dakota. It has a great many 
easily worked, productive mines producing coal of good 
quality, on its rails in Illinois. This company, therefore, 
more than most of the Iowa-roads, would seem natu- 
rally, and not illogically, to be in a position influencing 
it to favor the introduction of the largest possible vol- 
ume of Illinois coal into Iowa; it apparently cannot pro- 
duce coal on its own rails in -lowa. 

Seemingly close study will have to be given the 
very pretty problems that have been presented: 

(a) The commission undoubtedly will bear in mind 
its duty. toward the coal producers, and it is a matter of 
common knowledge that some of the mines have been 
having “hard sledding” and have not been making what 
they believed to be proper earnings from their proper 
ties. ‘ 

(b) The commission will undoubtedly give the rail- 
road side of the case full weight. It is not to be ex- 
pected that it will be any more ready to force the rail- 
road companies to do business below cost than to put 
Iowa’s coal mines out of business. 

(c) The commission will also undoubtedly have to 
give consideration to the claims of numerous interveners. 
The coal miners’ union has by counsel and petition in- 
tervened on behalf of the readjustment of the intrastate 
rates where such rates are alleged to be relatively high. 
Not only is there this question of the labor organization 
to be reckoned with, but something not far short of fifty 
towns or cities recorded their protests, by formal com- 
munication, with the commission against a suggested 
solution of the problem being worked out by advances 
of Illinois intrastate or Illinois-lowa interstate rates that 
would make it more expensive and more difficult for 
those in Iowa who need peculiar kinds of coal to obtain 
such coals from outside of the state. 

The Iowa commission has some large problems in 
this matter on its hands, and its solution of them will 
be watched for with much interest, and in certain quar- 
ters with considerable solicitude. 


ASKS RATE ON VINEGAR BARRELS. 


Jefferson City, Mo., July 8.—The state railroad and 
warehouse commission has asked the carriers operating 
in this state to allow a half rate on returned empty 
vinegar barrels. This action was taken as the result 


of a letter received by the board from the St. Louis 
Vinegar company asking for a ruling and setting forth 
that other returned empties were given half rates and 
that the vinegar company was also given the reduced 
rate on interstate shipments. 
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July 9, 1910 


OPPOSES REHEARING PETITION 


Interstate Commerce Commission Asks Supreme Court 
to Deny Application to Reopen Mis- 
souri River Rate Case 








Washington, D. C., July 8.—Declaring that to grant 
the petition for rehearing filed on behalf of Central 
Freight association territory shippers in the Missouri 
river rate ease would in effect nullify completely the 
order of the Commission, because it would: have ceased 
to run before the court had rendered decision on re- 
argument, the Interstate Commerce Commission, by 
Wade H. Ellis as special assistant to the attorney-gen- 
eral and Luther M. Walter, counsel for the Commission, 
has filed a reply to the petition of the appellees in which 
the Commission opposes the rehearing prayed for. 

“There is an important practical consideration which 
ought to prevent any rehearing in these cases,” declare 
government course] in their reply. “The original order 
of the Commission was to become effective August 25, 
1908, and continue in force and effect for a period not 
less than two years. That two years will have expired 
August 25, 1910. By subsequent order the effective date 
was postponed until October 15, and by a later order to 
November 10, 1908; but the extension of that period 
was not referred to in the extending orders. It follows, 
therefore, that whether the order expires August 25 or 
November 10, 1910, the issues in this case will have be- 
come moot and academic before any reargument and 
decision thereon can be had. Thus the only effect of 
granting a rehearing on this case would be to deny 
to the appellants any benefit from their appeals, because 
before such rehearing could be had the order of the 
Commission will have expired and after the expiration 
of the order there will be nothing for the court to 
hear.” 

The argument made in appellees’ petition, that the 
court had misapprehended the fundamental fact of the 
case, that the rate from the seaboard to the river was 
not a through rate, is disposed of in this way: 

“The ‘contention is, that since the 60-cent rate ap- 
plied on all traffic of the first class moving from Mis- 
sissippi river crossings to the Missouri river cities, the 
Commission could only reduce that rate by reducing 
it as to all traffic to which it applied. By the terms of 
that tariff it applies locally from St. Louis, Mo., to Kan- 
sas City, Mo. Manifestly, the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission could not reduce the rate upon such shipments 
because that traffic is intrastate. It would therefore 
follow that, by the carriers adopting this method, they 
could successfully prevent any action by the Commis- 
Sion looking toward a reduction of the 60-cent rate upon 
shipments from Dubuque, Ia., or any point east thereof, 
to any Missouri river city, because the same tariff es- 
tablishes this rate upon traffic wholly within a single 
State. The mere statement of this contention shows 
that it is untenable.” 

Proceeding further along the ground taken by the 
Commission, the reply declares that it found the through 
rate to the Missouri river cities was $1.47; that this was 
made up of a proportional joint rate of 87 cents to the 
Mississippi river crossings, plus the only rate applicable 
to the balance of the movement, viz., the river to river 
rate of 60 cents; that the Commission found this through 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 113 





rate unreasonable and unjust because the 60-cent rate 
as a component part of the through rate, was too high. 
That there was no joint through rate was admitted, but 
that shipments moved from the seaboard to the Missouri 
river as through shipments and that the $1.47 rate was 
a through rate is stoutly maintained. 

It is averred that the authority of the Commission 
to act in this matter flowed from sections one and fif- 
teen of the act. Section one states that “all charges 
made -for any service rendered or to be rendered in 
the transportation of persons or property shall 
be just and reasonable; and every unjust and unreason- 
able charge for such service or any part thereof is pro- 
hibited and declared to be unlawful.” Now, it is con- 
tended, the Commission found the through charges to 
be unlawful because one of the elements that went to 
make up the through rate was too high. 

Inaccuracy is charged to the appellees’ presentation 
of the situation with respect to river-to-river rates on 
traffic originating other than at the seaboard. The Com- 
mission, maintains the appellant, made no declaration 
that the rate on traffic originating at St. Louis should 
take the 60-cent rate; its decision was confined wholly 
to the rate as applied to traffic originating at the sea- 
board, on which it fixed a rate of 51 cents, and the 
carriers were left free to make any rate they saw fit 
upon other. traffic. 

The third and fourth contentions of the appellees 
are given short shift in appellant’s reply. With respect 
to the third, the far-reaching effect of fhe Commission’s 
order, the contention is made that the only question ger- 
mane to the present inquiry is whether the Commission 
acted properly in reducing the rate upon certain par- 
ticular shipments for a certain particular movement, and 
that, admitting the far-reaching effect of its order, that 
would not be justification of the annulment of a lawful 
mandate. Denial is also made to the assertion in ap- 
pellees’ petition that the court overlooked the fact that 
the rate of the western carriers between the rivers is 
a separate rate for a distinct service. “The answer to 
this,” says the appellant, “is that the rate complained 
of was not a separate rate made for a distinct service, 
but was part of a through rate made for a through 
service.” 

Appellees laid great stress on the ruling of the court 
on the position of the interveners and on the alleged 
discriminatory character of the Commission’s order itself. 
To this appellant replies: 

“The decisions of this court cited in the opinion in 
this case show the established rule to be that one cannot 
base his right to relief upon a wrong suffered by an- 
other; or, as this court say, ‘we will not listen to a 
party who complains of a grievance which is not his.’ 
Moreover, any discriminations which may result from 
the reduction of certain unreasonable rates can, and 
should, be cured by the carriers themselves by according 
to all shippers just and reasonable rates.” 


SUSTAINS LONG AND SHORT HAUL LAW. 

Jefferson City, Mo., July 8—The state Supreme 
court, in a decision rendered in the case of McGrew vs. 
Missouri Pacific railway, has sustained the constitution- 
ality of the Missouri statute prohibiting carriers from 
charging more proportionately for a short haul than for 
a long one. Plaintiff charged that the railroad discrimi- 
Judg- 


nated against him in short-haul rates on coal. 
ment was entered in his favor for $7,642. 
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STAYS PULLMAN RATE ORDER 


Circuit Court Restrains Enforcement of Decision in 
Loftus Cases, Pending Rehearing by Commission 





The Pullman company and the intervening rail- 
roads have won a temporary victory in their fight in 
the United States Circuit court for the northern 
district of Illinois to restrain the enforcement of the 
order of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the 
Loftus cases, in which berth rates from Chicago to St. 
Paul and from St. Paul to Fargo, Superior and Puget 
Sound points were involved and a differential on upper 
berths under lower fixed. 

In an opinion delivered by Judge Seaman yester- 
day afternoon a stay is granted the complainants pre- 
venting the enforcement of the Commission’s mandate 
until after rehearing. In granting this order, however, 
the court attached three conditions which must be ac- 
ceded to by the carriers in order to maintain the 
status quo of the case: 


1. The complainant and_ intervening petitioners 
must file a bond with the clerk of the court for the 
payment of all sums collected in excess of the rates 
fixed by the Loftus order. It was suggested that for the 
Pullman company this bond be fixed at $100,000 and for 
the railroads at $50,000 each. 


2. The money so collected in excess of said rates 
shall be paid td the clerk of the court for distribution 
to passengers paying the excess in event the Com- 
mission’s rates are finally upheld. 

3. Each of the parties shall issue coupons or re- 
ceipts to passengers paying the excess, stating the 
amount thereof and the right to refund upon presenta- 
tion of coupon to the court in event Commission rates 
stand. 

In rendering the opinion, the court reviewed 
briefly the previous proceedings in that court which 
ended with the denial of the injunction and instructions 
to present the facts submitted to the court to the con- 
sideration of the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
an application for rehearing. The report of the Com- 
mission on rehearing, published in full in THe TRAFFIC 
Wortp for June 25, 1910, is referred to and the court 
then went on to say that grave doubt has arisen in this 
matter. Attention was called to the fact that it is the 
almost universal practice, pending rehearing, to sus- 
pend the operation of an order, a plea the Commission 
denied. Whether the court might interpose notwith- 
standing this action on the part of the Commission is 
the question presented. 


The court, in taking this step, seemed to rely 
largely on the ground that irreparable injury might 


otherwise ensue. Not, however, from the temporary 
reductions in themselves, but from the fact that the re- 
duction of the Pullman rates would automatically mean 
reductions in intrastate rates, either by commission or- 
der or statutory requirements and that in many in- 
stances these reductions would practically become per- 
manent. 

In a separate concurring opinion, Judge Grosscup, 
who sat with Judges Seaman and Kohlsaat in the case, 
stated that the Pullman company. gives the court no 
basis to measure the alleged ccnfiszatory nature of the 
rates complained of other than the value of its equip- 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD AND TRAFFIC BULLETIN 





Vol. VI, No, 2 






ment. 


The railroads, 
duced a new element to be considered, namely, 
the cost of carrying sleeping cars was in excess of the 
cost of hauling day passenger coaches similar distances 
and the showing made on this left the court in doubt 
whether this increased cost made the Loftus rates non. 


however, in his opinion, intro. 


that 


confiscatory and non-discriminatory against the day 
coach passengers. It appeared to be a fact, however, 
that the railroads had treated the hearing before the 


Commission with indifference and accordingly the first 
application for an injunction had been denied and the 
parties instructed to go to the Commission. 


The report of the Commission on rehearing, con- 
tinued the judge, would seem to indicate that the In- 
terstate Commission had taken into consideration this 
new element introduced by the railroads and accepted 
it prima facie as of some consequence. Reverting to 
the state rate proposition, Judge Grosscup also laid 
stress on the effect of the interstate. reductions on 
intrastate rates. He, too, took the position that, if 
the rates are reduced, even temporarily, they will be- 
eome the fixed rates by the operation of the law in 
many states and be made permanent reductions change- 
able only by action of the various state railroad com- 
missions. In effect, then, he was of the opinion that 
the refusal of the Commission to further suspend its 


order pending rehearing meant permanent reductions 
in some state or long-drawn-out disorganization of 
the rate situation. 


Coming to the question of the trial of the reduced 
rates for the purpose of ascertaining if travel 
be. increased thereby, the judge raised the point that 
the situation of the Pullman and other companies oper- 
ating sleeping cars is unlike that that is found in 
freight and ordinary passenger traffic. With the sleep- 
ing car, increase in travel means a corresponding in- 
crease in the equipment that must be provided and 
hence the increased profit that would accrue in cases 
of increases in freight or day coach passenger traffic 
would not accrue in sleeping car traffic, as the cost of 
equipment would have to with the 
travel. 


would 


increase heavier 


The motion for an injunction was argued before the 


court Thursday. W. S. Kenyon and P. J. Farrell ap- 
peared for the Commission; F. B. Daniels and G. §&%. 
Fernald for the Pullman company; Gardiner Lathrop 


for the Santa Fe; E. C. Lindley for the Great Northern 
and William Ellis for the St. Paul. 

In addition the effect of the reductions on 
rates, the advantages of exclusiveness—the protectors 
of the proletariat would probably say the premium we 
pay on snobbery—and the philanthropy of the railroads 
in furnishing the traveling public sleeping car 
accommodations at an annual loss to the operating 
companies of several hundred thousands of dollars were 


state 


with 


urged by the Pullman company and the _ intervening 
roads as reasons why the court should restrain the 
Commission’s order. 

jardiner Lathrop raised the point of the exclusive 
character of the Pullman service justifying higher 
charges, but Judge Grosscup interposed with the opit- 


ion that if the tendency was to crowd the cars under 
the reduced rates, travelers themselves would ask the 
Commission to change its order. The Pullman cot 
pany again questioned the jurisliction of the Con 


mission and alleged the confiscatory nature of the pro 
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posed rates; the low returns on the Fargo business, 
put in issue in the first hearing, were again brought to 
the attention of the court and an estimate also made 
that the reduction in St. Paul-Seattle rates would en- 
tail a loss of $116,000 from the net revenues of the 
E. C. Lindley for the Great Northern argued 
that the cost of hauling sleeping cars was more than 
the total revenue earned by them; the Santa Fe de- 
clared it lost $86,000 a year on its California Limited 
train alone, while the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
averred that its sleeping cars 
annual loss of over half a million. 

Arguing for the defendant, W. S. Kenyon, assistant 
attorney-general, and P. J. Farrell, counsel for the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, opposed the applica- 
tion of the complainant and intervening carriers and 
took the ground that the facts bearing on the question 
of confiscation should have been presented to the Com- 
mission when the Loftus cases were first being heard. 
It was their argument that the rehearing granted by the 
Commission would protect the carriers and at the same 
time give the Commission an opportunity to make an 
actual test of the rates it proposed and determine 
definitely whether they would stimulate travel to a 
degree sufficient to overcome the losses occasioned by 
the reductions. 


company. 


are operated at an 


Must Accept Oil Twice a Week 


Albany, N. Y., July 8.—The public service commis- 
sion, second district, has made an order requiring the 
New York, Ontario & Western Railway company to 
transport petroleum oil and its products in less than 
carloads on two days of each week, instead of one, as 
at present. The order was made following the com- 
plaint of the Tiona Oil company, which maintains a 
branch office at Utica. The complaint alleged that the 
company refused to receive this class of freight except- 
ing on Wednesdays of each week. 

The order provides that if the company shall limit 
its service to five days or less in each week such service 
shall not be rendered on Saturday, and that two full 
calendar days shall elapse after the first day of service 
in each week and before the last day of service in each 
week. The company is allowed the privilege of bringing 
a hew complaint showing the necessity for additional 
service to that ordered by the commission. 


New Law Not a Club 








President Taft and Chairman Knapp of the Inter- 
State Commerce Commission had a conference at Bev- 
erly, Mass., last Friday to discuss the operation of the 
amended interstate commerce law. 

No official announcement was made at the close of 
the meeting, but the general impression is that there 
heed be no fear whatsoever that the added authority 
siven the board under the new act will be used as 
a club to injure or retard legitimate railway develop- 
ment. It is understood that the rate suspension power 
will be used only in exceptional cases and only when 
& preliminary hearing indicates 
Plained of are clearly excessive. 


that the rates com- 
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LEGAL DEPARCIENC 


In this department we shall answer simple questions re- 
lating to the iaw of interstate transportation of freight. It is 
available boih to those who are members of the Traffic Service 
Bureau and those who are not. Readers are particularly in- 
vited to write for advice on specific subjects covering the Act 
to Regulate Commerce and the decisions of the courts and the 
Interstate Commerce Commission thereunder. 

Address Legal Department, The Traffic Service Bureau, 
Washington, D. C. 


Kentucky.—‘“On May 26, 1908, we shipped a quantity 
of flour to South Carolina, receiving no returns on the 
shipment, or on our draft, or being advised whether de- 
livery had been made. About two months later, we re- 
ceived notice from the carrier to the effect that the 
shipment was on hand undelivered. We had already 
filed claim for loss of entire shipment, and could hardly 
have disposed of the flour after being in transit over 
two months. We had no salesman or agent at point of 
destination. Will you kindly advise your opinion regard- 
ing same?” 

The carrier’s undertaking is to deliver the goods 
transported by it in safety as well as to carry it safely, 
and its responsibility ceases when the delivery of the 
goods is completed either by an actual, or a constructive 
or legal, delivery to the owner or consignee, or his 
agent, or by a deposit in a reasonably safe warehouse, 
after the consignee has had reasonable time in which 
to call for and remove the goods. If it is impossible 
for the carrier to deliver the goods because the con- 
signee neglects or refuses to receive the goods, or is not 
known, the carrier is discharged from further responsi- 
bility as a carrier by storing the goods in its freight 
depot. 





oe * ms 


Illinois —“Last winter our mines were furnished, for 
loading with coal, a large number of drop-bottom coal 
cars and ballast cars. Several of these cars reached 
various destinations with the drop bottoms open and 
considerable coal had been lost.in transit. In such cases 
the cars were weighed on track scales at destination, 
and we filed claim against the carrier for the loss of 
the coal and freight paid on the amount not delivered. 
The carriers refused to pay for the coal, claiming that 
the loss occurred through the doors not being properly 
fastened before loading. Our inspectors claim that all 
doors and openings were properly fastened. Can we 
recover before the Interstate Commerce Commission?” 

The Interstate Commerce Commission is not empow- 
ered by the Act to make an order requiring the carriers 
to pay money damages. It has no general common law 
or equity jurisdiction, but only such powers as are given 
it in the act to regulate commerce. The primary juris- 
diction of the Commission is to determine whether rates 
or practices of carriers are unlawful, and to require the 
earriers to cease and desist in such unlawful rates or 
practices. It has no authority to grant relief to a ship- 
per for injury to goods shipped resulting from loss, 
breakage or defective equipment. Your relief must be 
sought in either the state or federal courts. 

a * a 
CALIFORNIA FRUIT SHIPMENTS. 


Los Angeles, Cal., July 8—There were 104 carloads 
of oranges and 9 carloads of lemons shipped from 


southern California last Friday, Saturday, Sunday and 
Monday. Total for season: 22,542 carloads of oranges, 
and 3,552 carloads of lemons. 








116 





LEADING COMMERCIAL AND 
TRAFFIC ORGANIZATIONS 


The National Industrial Traffic League. 
Object—The object of this league is 
to interchange ideas concerning traffic 
matters, to co-operate with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, state rail- 
road commissions and transportation 
companies in promoting and securing 
better understanding by the public and 
the state and national governments of 
the needs of the traffic world; to secure 
proper legislation where deemed neces- 
sary, and the modification of present 
laws where considered harmful to the 
free interchange of commerce; with the 
view to advance fair dealing and to 
promote, conserve and protect the com- 
mercial and transportation interests. 
Membership—Those eligible as members 
are traffic directors, managers, com- 
missioners or other officials in charge 
of traffic of industrial or commercial 
organizations and traffic officers of rep- 
resentative shipping concerns in the 
United States. 


Officers 

J. C. Lincoln, President 
Comm’r Merchants’ Exchange Traffic 

Bureau, St. Louis, Mo. 
W. M. Hopkins, Vice-President 
wh pg Dept. Board of Trade, 

ne, © 

E. weg Secretary-Treasurer 
We. M. Automatic Electric Co., Chi- 
cago, Il. ’ 


ILLINOIS. 

Lake County Manufacturers’ Association, 
E. Sedgwick, Pres., Waukegan. 

National Association of Agricultural Im- 

lements and Vehicle Manufacturers, 
Evans, Sec., Chicago. 

Sterling Manufacturers’ and Shippers’ As- 
sociation, in charge of traffic of indus- 
tries at Sterling and Rock Falls, Ill., 
E. F. Lawrence, Pres., W. K. Palmer, 
Vice-Pres., J. W. Platt, Sec. Treas., W. 
E. Long, T. M. 


MINNESOTA. 


Northern Pine Manufacturers’ Assocla- 
tion, J. E. Rhodes, Sec., Minneapolis. 


MISSOURI. 

Business Men’s League, P. W. Coyle, 
Comm’r, 614 Bank of Commerce Bidg., 
St. Louis. 

Commercial Club, F. W. Maxwell, Comm’r, 
St. Joseph. 

Kansas City Transportation Bureau of the 
Commercial Club, H. G. Wilson, Trans. 
Comm’r, 105-6-7 Board of Trade Bidg., 
Kansas City. , 


NEW YORK. 
Albany Chamber of Commerce, Wm. B. 
Jones, Sec., 95 State St., Albany. 
National Wholesale Grocers’ Association, 
A. H. Beckman, Sec., 6 Harrison St., 
New York. 


OHIO. 


Cleveland Chamber of Commerce, Munson 
A. Havens, Sec., Cleveland. 


WISCONSIN. 


Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Assocla- 
tion, Wm. G. Bruce, Sec., 46 University 
Bidg., Milwaukee. 


TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Traffic Club of New York, Chas. F. 
Moore, Pres.; C. A. Swope, Sec. 

The Traffic Club of Chicago, John T. 
Stockton, Pres. Guy S. McCabe, Sec. 

The Traffic Club of Philadelphia, Edw. 
Knight, Pres. H. C. Trumbower, Sec. 

The Traffic Club of St. Louis, Geo. J. 
Tausey, Pres. A. F. Vessen, sec. 

The Traffic Club of Pittsburg, C. S. Bel- 
sterling, Pres. T. J. Walters, Sec. 
The Transportation Club of Indianapolis, 
L. J. Blakey, Pres. L. E. Stone, Sec. 
The Transportation Club of Louisville, 
Alfred Brandeis, Pres. W. E. Cham- 

bers, Sec. 

The Transportation Club of Toledo, J. F. 
Ryan, Pres. K. D. Kielholtz, Sec. 

The Traffic Club of St. Paul, J. R. Jones, 
Pres. A. L, Bowker, Sec. 

The Traffic Club of Newark, Chas. Mil- 
bauer, Pres. E. G. Weil, Sec. 
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COMPLAINTS BEFORE COMMISSION 


Digest of Petitions Lodged with Interstate Commerce Board During 
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Past Week 


Cc. O., of Grainfield, Kas. 
vs. St. L. & S. F. and Union Pac. 
(3353). 

Complainant alleges that in 
February, 1910, he had shipped 
from Mammoth Springs, Ark. to 
Grainfield, Kas., one carload of 
oak fence posts, weight 55,200 Ibs., 
rate charged 38c per 100 Ibs., 
charges collected $209.76. Com- 
plainant claims that the correct 
rate for such. shipment should 
have been 30%c per 100 lbs., and 
contends that charging a rate of 
38c a 100 Ibs. is unreasonable, 
unjust and excessive, and prays 
that after due hearing and in- 
vestigation defendants be made 
to answer such charges and to 
cease and desist from said viola- 
tion, and to put in force and ap- 
ply as maxima more reasonable 
and just rates. 

O’Neill & MHogueland, 
for complainant. 


attorney 


Carstens Packing Co., of Tacoma, 
Wash. vs. Nor. Pac.,- and Sou. 
Pac. (3350). 

Complaint alleges that on or 


about Sept. 23, 1909, it caused to 
be shipped from Klamath Falls, 
Ore., through Weed, Cal., to Ta- 
coma, Wash., eight cars of live- 
stock; charges were collected on 
six cars at the rate of $139.57 
each, and on the other two cars, 
at the rate of $143.45 each, total 
charges $1,124.32. Complainant 
contends that prior to above ship- 
ments it inquired through its 
agent as to the rate on above 
shipments and was quoted a rate 
of $108.00 per single car, and 


$96.00 trainloads, and on _ this 
basis complainant made ship- 
ments. Complainant claims that 
the rates charged by defendants 


were excessive, unreasonable and 
unjust, and prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
ants be made to answer. such 
charges, and asks reparation in 
the sum of $251.12. 


of Wabash, Ind., 


vs. Wabash (3352). 

Complainant alleges that on 
Nov. 1, 1909, it shipped from 
Wolcottsville. Ind., to Fort 
Wayne, Ind., one carload of 


serap material. weight 49,500 Ibs., 
rate charged $1.25 per gross ton, 
charges collected $27.17. Com- 
plainant also shipped another 
carloat of same material on Nov. 
2, 1909, from and to same points, 
weight. 44,800 Ibs., rate charged, 
$1.25 per gross ton, charges col- 
lected $25.00. 

Complainant 
fendants 
shipments 


claims that  de- 
subsequent to above 
informed complainant 


that a rate of 85c per gross ton 
would be charged on such ship- 
and also that the present 
Complainant claims 


ments. 
rate is 85c. 


that charging a higher rate than 
85c is unreasonable, excessive 
and unjust, and prays that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendant be made to cease and de- 
sist from said violation and asks 
reparation in the sum of $16.40. 
Mercy & Todd, attorneys for 
complainant, Wabash, Ind. 


Emery, Bird, Thayer Dry Goods Co., 


of Kansas City, Mo., vs. C. & N. 
W., C. M. & St. P., Mich. Cent., 
West Shore and N. Y. C. & H. R. 
(3362). 

Complainant alleges that on cer- 
tain dates it had shipped from 
various points to Kansas City, 
Mo., certain shipments of furn- 
iture on which defendants charged 
rates which were unreasonable 
excessive and unjust, and put 
complainant at a disadvantage in 
marketing its goods. 

Complainant prays that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendants be made to answer such 
charges and to cease and desist 
from said violation, and to pay 
by way of reparation to com- 
plainant the sum of $30.76, with 
interest from date bills were paid. 


G. M. Stephens, attorney for 
complainant, 1210 Security Bldg. 
Chicago, Ill. 

Kalispell Lumber Co., and _ other 
Companies, of Flat Head County, 
Montana, vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. (3559). 

Complainant alleges that prior 
to Nov. 1, 1907, the defendants 
had in effect rates to points in 
South Dakota, which were rea- 
sonable, just, and compensatory 
rates, and that the rates which 


were made effective Nov. 1, 1907, 
as shown in Gt. No-. Trf. I. C. C. 
No. A-2667, are unreasonable, ex- 
orbitant, excessive, and unjust. 
Complainant prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend- 
and be made to answer such 
charges and to cease and desist 
from said violations, and to pay 
by way of reparation various sums 
to complainants, or such _ other 
sums as the Commission may 
deem necessary in the premises. 

John Lind, A. Neland and W. 
M. Jerome, attorneys for com- 
plainants, 401 New York Life 
Bldg., Minneapolis, Minn. 

Lord & Bushnell Co., of Chicago, 
Ill., vs. Miss. Cent., N. O. & N. 
”. £& Be. co. Be Ol @ T. P., 
and C. H. & D. (3361). 

Complainant alleges that on July 
9, ’07, it had shipped from Sum- 
rall, Miss., to Dayton, O., one car- 
load of lumber, weight 45,700 Ibs., 


rate 27%c per 100 Ibs., charges 
collected $125.67. 
_ Complainant claims that the 


rate charged by defendants was 
unreasonable, unjust and exces 
sive, and prays that after due 
hearing and investigation defend: 
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ants be made to answer such 
charges and asks reparation in 
the sum of $15.99, with interest 
from date bills were paid. 

G. M. Stephens, attorney for 
complainant, 1210 Security Bldg., 
Chicago, Ill. 

Robinson & Co., of Richmond, Ind., 
Century Mfg. Co., of East St. 
Louis, Ill., vs. La. West., M. L. & 
T., N. O. & N. E., and various 
other railroads (3363). 

Complainant alleges that it 
shipped on various dates. ship- 
ments from and to various points, 
for which defendants charged un- 
reasonable, excessive and unjust 
rates. Complainant claims that 
on account of the unreasonable 
and unjust rates charged by de- 
fendants they are put at a great 
disadvantage in marketing their 
goods, and pray that after due 
hearing and investigation defend 
ants be made to answer such 
charges and to pay to complain- 
ants by way of reparation various 
sums, with interest from date 
bills were paid. 

G. M. Stephens, attorney for 
complainants, 1210 Security Bldg., 
Chicago, Il. 

Steinfield, Albert, & Co., of Tucson, 
Ariz., ve. Ti. Cent.. M. L. & TFT. 
Tex. & N. O., G. H. & S. A., and 
Sou. Pace. (3364). 

Complainant alleges that on or 


—_— 





Columbus, O., July 8—Members of the state railroad 
commissions of Illinois, Indiana, Michigan and Ohio will 
meet in Indianapolis next Thursday to confer on the 
subject of the general advances in class rates planned 
to become effective the 1st of August. 

The Ohio commission has already precipitated trou- 


Thompson, W. L, 
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about Oct. 17, 1908, it had shipped 
from St. Louis, Mo., to Nogales, 
Ariz., one carload of soap, weight 
71,800 Ibs., weight charged by de- 
fendants $1.22 per 100  Ibs., 
charges collected $875.96. 

Complainant claims that effect- 
ive Mar. 5, ’08, in Sup. 14, page 
60, to Frt. Trf. G. W. A. 4-E, I. 
Cc. C. No. 25, the rate on soap, 
Cc. L., from St. Louis, Mo., to 
Nogales, Ariz., was $1.10 per 100 
Ibs. and supplement issued July 
3, ’08, naming rate of $1.22 per 
100 Ibs. was effective Aug. 10, ’08. 
Complainant claims that it im- 
mediately communicated with the 
local office, calling to the agent’s 
attention that the rate of $1.22 
was an error, because it exceeded 
the combination of locals. Com- 
plainant claims that the defendant 
replied advising that the rate 
would be corrected to read “$1.10 
per 100 Ibs.” 

Complainant prays that after 
due hearing and investigation de- 
fendants be made to answer such 
charges and asks reparation in 
the sum of $86.15. 
an8:. J: *RBe..08 
Huntsville, Ala., vs. L. & N., and 
N. C. & St. L. (3351). 

Complainant alleges that on 
Nov. 28, 1908, it shipped from 
Evansville, Ind., to Huntsville, 
Ala., one carload of plow bases, 








State Boards Consider Advances 
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points, handles, etc. Complain- 
ants claim defendants billed said 
shipments as “plows,” weight 35,- 
000 Ibs., rate charged by defend- 
ants 30c per 100 Ibs., charges col- 
lected $105.00. Complainants con- 
tend that if said shipment had 
been billed correctly by defend- 
ants the charge would have been 
$84.34. 

Complainants pray that defend- 
ants be made to answer such 
charges, and ask reparation in the 
sum of $20.66. 


Zang, Ph., Brewing Co., of Denver, 


Colo., vs. C. B. & Q. (3360). 

Complainant alleges that on 
Mar. 30, ’C9, it had shipped from 
St. Louis, Mo., to Denver, Colo., 
1,250 Ibs. of wooden bungs, 
charges $18.13, rate $1.45, and on 
Aug. 2, ’09, it had shipped from 
Cincinnati, O., to Denver, Colo., 
2.875 lbs. of wooden  bungs, 
charges $41.69, rate $1.45. 

Complainant claims that the 
rate charged by defendant is un- 
reasonable, excessive and unjust, 
and prays that after due hearing 
and investigation defendant be 
made to answer such charges and 
asks reparation in the sum of 
$21.87, with interest from date 
bills were paid. 

G. M. Stephens, attorney for 
complainant, 1210 Security Bldg., 
Chicago, Il. 








be renewed to-day. 


This investigation is to consider 


largely the following questions: (1) Are class rates be- 


tween Indianapolis and other Indiana points excessive? 
(2) Are such rates unjustly discriminatory against any 
persons or localities? 
sion and modification? 


where the traffic is competitive, now relatively fair and 


(3) Do such said rates need revi- 
(4) Are said rates, in all cases 


non-discriminatory as compared with rates between In- 


ble with the carriers by rejecting schedules filed with 


it. The railroads sent their tariffs advancing class rates, 
effective next month, to the state board, and the com- 


mission returned them, with notification that under no 


circumstances would the higher rates be authorized. 
In taking this stand, not only is the commission said 
to charge the transportation companies with violating 
the spirit of the agreement between the Official Classifi- 
cation territory carriers and President Taft, but it is 
averred that the proposed rates are in conflict with the 
Provisions of the state law prohibiting a carrier from 
charging rates in excess of five cents per ton per mile 


on hauls of 30 miles or more. 


The Illinois commission is, of course, tied up with 
the coal-rate question, which, while not, perhaps, properly 
classed with the general advances that have been the 
subject of such bitter controversy the past three months, 
is yet of vital importance to carriers and shippers of 
that state, and likely to have a very decided reflex effect 
on coal rates in neighboring commonwealths. 

It is now announced that the Indiana commission 
will resume the probe into the class-rate situation in 
that state which was suspended by the panic of 1907. 
In an order handed down in May, 1908, the commission, 
without passing upon the then existing rates, retained 
jurisdiction over the subject matter. 





The inquiry will 


upon the result. 


issues. 


to each of us. 


more than that. 








diana points and points in other states? 


Favors Physical Valuation 





F, D. Underwood, president of the Erie railroad, is 
quoted as follows: 

“I should be glad to see a physical valuation of the 
railroads, with the idea of a revision of rates based 
There is not a single road of any im- 
portance, laid out between traffic centers, that could be 
replaced for anything like its present capitalization. I 
do not except the Erie, with all its stock and bond 
You might find a little line, running from no- 
where to nowhere, which had been built more cheaply 
than the standard roads, but you must take into account 
the cost of getting terminals. 

“The average annual cost of transportation to an in- 
dividual in this country is $6.25. A 10 per cent increase 
in all rates would consequently mean 62 cents a year 
That 62 cents would insure continued 
prosperity in all lines. There are not many people who 
would admit that the panic of 1907 did not cost them 
Transportation is the only article the 
railroads have to sell. 
it that will yield a fair profit, they will have to deliver 
a cheaper grade of service, that is all.” 


If they cannot get a price for 
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NEWSPAPER COMMENT 


On Railway and Other Questions of National and Local Interest. 


The speech of Attorney-General Wickersham before 
the Illinois Bar association in Chicago on June 24 has 
called forth no small measure of comment and criticism. 

Some idea can be gained of the attention that has 
been given to it by the fact that in a recent report by 
the Associated Press on financial conditions in New 
York it was said that the speech of Mr. Wickersham had’ 
affected the value of railroad securities, or language to 
that effect was used. 

It was a notable deliverance, not merely because 
the speaker is attorney-general of the United States and 
a lawyer of national reputation, but because he is a man 
who has been, or supposed to be, on the side of the 
railroads and against all legislation adverse to their 
wishes. 

His speech was a defense of the power of the gen- 
eral government to legislate on the subject of the issu- 
ing of stocks and bonds by railroad corporations subject 
to the provisions of the interstate commerce act. 

The basis of his talk was the provision in the new 
railroad law to authorize the president to investigate 
questions pertaining to the issuance of stocks and bonds 
by railroad corporations, and the power of Congress to 
regulate them. 

Mr. Wickersham called attention to a fact which 
should not be lost sight of—that opposition had been 
made to every progressive measure of commerce regula- 
tion. 

The truth of this statement is so abundantly con- 
firmed by the records of politics and legislation as to 
admit of no truthful denial. 

The railroad commission law and the stock and 
bond law of Texas were vehemently opposed, but no 
fair-minded man would now have them repealed. 

The opposition referred to by Mr. Wickersham is 
most surprising, and, it seems, can only be accounted for 
on the theory that the great extent of the railroad sys- 
tems of the country, their great wealth, the power of 
mighty combinations of capital, and the dependence of 
the people in so great measure upon them, have created 
the delusion in the minds of those who own them that 
they really are immune from governmental control or 
interference. 

The late Jeremiah S. Black, a great lawyer and 
great judge, said the claim that railroads belonged to 
their stockholders as private property was as vicious 
as it was false; that, on the contrary, they were public 
agencies, operated for the public benefit, and their own- 
ers were public employes. That view was doubtless ex- 
treme, taken literally, but it was nearer the truth than 
is the claim that the government has nothing to do with 
the matter of stocks and bonds. 

Every man who opinion is worth anything knows 
that every railroad corporation, like every other corpora- 
tion, is a creature of the law, given life by the people, 
and having certain great powers conferred upon it, and 
inevitably it must follow that the creator must control 
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and regulate the conduct and curb the power of the 
creature, 

Railroad after railroad in the hands of receivers 
and foreclosed and sold out, to the loss of millions by 
investors, shows the wisdom and necessity of controlling 
and limiting their issuance of stocks and bonds. 

If stocks and bonds be once lawfully issued, however 
great the amount, the constitutional inhibition against 
impairing the obligation of a contract is invoked, and 
the people must bear the burden of interest and divi- 
dends on fictitious values. 

Since the stock and bond law of Texas went into 
effect there must have been built in Texas 10,000 miles 
of railroad—but say it is only 6,000. Before that law 
Was passed there were roads in Texas carrying $30,000, 
$40,000 and even $50,000 a mile in bonds. The Galves-. 
ton, Houston & Henderson road, between Houston and 
Galveston, forty-nine miles long, has, or has had at no 
distant day in the past, a bonded indebtedness of $40,000 
to the mile. 

If there had been no control or regulation of bond 
issues by the state, and there had been put $30,000 a 
mile of bonds on 6,000 miles of roads, or about $10,000 
a mile in excess of what has been put, there would 
have been added as fixed charges the interest on 
$60,000,000 of bonds, which the people of Texas would 
have been obliged to pay in increased freights. The 
bond and stock law saved them from this burden. 

The same end is sought to be accomplished by the 
new national railroad law. Of course, the railroads will 
oppose and claim that prejudice and a spirit of oppres- 
sion prompt the action, but such is not the case. The 
action is born out of necessity. It is a matter of self: 
defense and self-protection on the part of the people, 
and the railroads have only themselves to blame for it. 

Mr. Wickersham truthfully said: “All experience 
demonstrates that the power of control by the railroads 
of the issuance of stocks and bonds would not be gener- 
ally exercised in the interest of the road and to insure 
the safe, conservative management necessary to meet 
the requirements of the public and the proper discharge 
of the obligations imposed upon the carrier by law. On 
the contrary, it was almost inevitable that such control 
would be employed for purely speculative purposes and 
to secure immediate profit to those in temporary control.” 

The power which it is proposed to exercise is based 
on those eleven words in the constitution of the United 
States, “Congress shall have power to regulate commerce 
among the several states,’ the most comprehensive 
phrase, as legislative statute and judicial decision prove, 
ever framed into language. 

Mr. Wickersham stresses this point when, after call 
ing attention to the opposition referred to above, he 
said: “But the centralizing tendency has gone steadily 
on, and the control of Congress over interstate railroad 
companies has been exercised in an increasingly compre 
hensive manner. Such progress is inseparable from 


growth. The great arteries of communication betweel 
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different parts of the country and the instrumentalities 
which control their operation can only be regulated in 
the public interest by the central national power—a 
power which is sovereign, which is exclusive when exer- 
cised, and which should be exercised to correct every 
evil of a public character which experience demonstrates 
to be susceptible of correction only by national legisla- 
tion.” 

Whether this sets forth that which is wise may be 
debatable, but that it is true there is no doubt. 

It cannot harm any honestly managed railroad. It 
is necessary for the protection of the people. ‘ 

It suggests another thought—that slowly but surely, 
certainly, inevitably as the movements of the planets in 
their orbits, the tendency is to the day when every rail- 
road will be owned by the government. The Chronicle 
is not. to be understood as saying the policy would be 
wise or be best; it simply interprets a sign of the 
times.—Houston (Tex.) Chronicle. 

The farmer, or rancher, as he is called in California, 
is rapidly coming into his own. The city man has ceased 
to be the envied one, with the call of the soil. The 
much-quoted saying nowadays is not, “I wish I lived in 
a city,” but “I wish I were out in the country, close to 
nature, breathing fresh air and absorbing warm sun- 
shine.” 

For years the sophisticated dwellers in the cities 
have been laughing at the conventional caricatures of 
the American farmer, says the Oakland Tribune. They 
have laughed at him in the magazines, and they have 
hooted at him upon the stage. The man from “Podunk 
Corners,” or some such out-of-the-way place, has been 
the object of mirth for decades. But only recently there 
has been a change of attitude toward the man who stays 
close to the soil, and the dwellers in the cities are grad- 
ually beginning to wonder if the farmer has not turned 
the tables. The conventional farmer was the man in 
top-boots, with a goatee and a broad-brimmed hat, who 
frequently made use of the expletive, “By Gosh,” or 
sometimes varied it by saying “By Heck.” His conver- 
sation mostly ran to the subject of “crops.” 

This was considered a very humorous topic of con- 
versation. “How are the crops?” was once held a good 
jest. But just now, somehow, the topic does not seem 
quite such a humorous one. The dwellers in the city 
are beginning to realize that it is the farmer’s time to 
laugh and to feel a certain air of superiority, the same 
sort of air which the “city foiks” have maintained for 
sO Many years. The farmer of to-day does not come to 
town with his trousers tucked inside his cowhide boots, 
and chewing a straw. He puts up at a good hotel, and 
he prefers the auto to the street car, the reason being 
that he has his own auto at home on the farm and is 
used to this method of transportation. His son is prob- 
ably at college, and his daughter, too, is probably taking 
a fling at the higher education. At any rate, this is fre- 
quently the case in California. The occupation of farm- 
ing is not such a monumental jest after all. 

The tables promise to be turned even more com- 
pletely before long. The farmer will begin to ridicule 
the harassed and nervous dweller in the cities. He is 
certainly in a position to laugh comfortably in California 
at this time. Crops were never so bountiful, the work 
of harvesting them never so easy, and the demand for 
foodstuffs never so strong. The California farmer, with 
his own auto, his practically assured income, and his 
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ample leisure time, is certainly no longer a character to 
be laughed at pityingly. He is rapidly becoming more 
sophisticated than his harassed and eternally hurried 
brother, the city man, The bucolic one is beginning to 
disappear from the pages of the comic magazine, for he 
is now an aristocrat—The Evening Index. 

ca + * 


President Taft is being praised on every hand for 
the quiet, prompt, effectual manner in which he pre- 
vented an increase in freight rates being carried into 
effect by twenty-four western railroads. And he accom- 
plished more than that, for the eastern lines which were 
contemplating an advance in freight schedules have since 
given assurance that there will be no changes made until 
after the railroad bill now in conference has become a 
law, and the authority to approve rate changes has been 
vested in the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

But of the Taft method, the Cleveland Leader has 
this to say: 

“The manner in which the attempt of the railroads 
to increase freight rates has been met is a good illustra- 
tion of the Taft method—the processes which won him 
such solid ‘success as a special representative of the 
government in Cuba, in Panama and in the Philippines, 
and as a member of the cabinet. 

“When the western roads gave notice of their in- 
tention to raise rates, he had the Department of Justice 
enjoin them. Then the other railroads of the country 
lined up with those first involved, and it appeared that 
one of the greatest battles ever fought by the great 
common carriers and federal authority was on. 

“But the railroad presidents knew one thing with 
certainty; they »were sure they could get a square deal 
in the White House. They knew that President Taft, 
if he were shown that the proposed increase was just, 
would stand by them, even if he invited popular censure 
thereby. So they went to the White House and talked 
the matter over with him. 

“One of the most important ends sought by the 
president in the railroad bill which has just passed the 
Senate is the empowering of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission to investigate proposed increases in rates, 
to determine whether they are justified and will not im- 
pose a hardship on shippers. Mr. Taft asked the railroad 
men to await the enactment of the bill, so that the 
question now up could go before the Commission for 
determination. So strong is their confidence in his jus- 
tice and so well satisfied are they that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission will treat them fairly, that they 
accepted. No attempt will be made to put the rates up 
until permission is given by the Commission. The gov- 
ernment’s injunction suits will be withdrawn as soon as 
the railroad bill becomes a law. Both sides are satisfied, 
and, as far as human institutions can be relied upon, 
exact justice will be done both shippers and railroads. 

“This is the Taft method. It is somewhat different 
from the Roosevelt way. But, given time enough, it may 
disarm the president’s most extreme critics.”—The 
Olathe Mirror. 

a * * 

Announcement comes from Austin that the new 
railroad mileage in Texas for the year ending July 1 
will be the largest in the history of the state for amy 
similar period, there having been 738.2 miles of road 
built. Because there has been no really big new road 
built or under way, the people of the state had in some 
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way gained the idea, perhaps through the lumber trade 
reports, which has been discounting the influence of the 
railroad business, that there had not been much railroad 
building. 

This mileage represents short lines, the coupling of 
lines already in existence and the reaching out of spurs 
into trade territory. It marks the beginning of a new 
era in railroad building in Texas. It may be possible 
that there will yet be trunk lines built in some parts 
of Texas in future years, but for the most part the 
railroad system of Texas is formed, and the great work 
in this line in future years will be in the way of keep- 
ing abreast of the progress of the state, and develop- 
ing as the resources develop, to furnish local facilities, 
the building of feeders and cut-offs to facilitate the han- 
dling of the state’s products. 

The total mileage of railroads in this state is now 
14,000 miles, and is in excess of the mileage of any other 
state in the Union. There are yet some large areas that 
have not been reached by the rails, but for the most 
part they are so situated that they will be logically 
reached and developed by existing systems. -The work 
of rounding up the state’s railroad system is now evi- 
denced in the attention that the roads are giving to farm 
demonstration and industrial development. The work 
of the future will be largely along these lines, to create 
traffic for roads already existent and to reach out for 
business in adjacent territory, where it may be had by 
the extension of feeding lines.—Daily Enterprise. 

* * * 

When Congress adjourned it had enacted 300 new 
laws. Nevertheless, with all this additional legislation, 
the issue of our national politics still remains the same. 
It is now, as when the Senate and House assembled, the 
issue of the trusts and the trusts’ tariff. 

The railroad law, the postal savings bank law and 
other important legislation are in the direction of cen- 
tralization. In the minds of many Americans the old 
state rights idea has lost much of its strength, and the 
tendency is to look to the federal government to do 
many things that in the ante-bellum period and that 
immediately following the war would have been consid- 
ered as revolutionary usurpation. 

President Taft, it is stated, is in a high good humor 
at having forced so many of his measures through Con- 
gress. And here we have another instance of the 
changes brought about by the progress of time. The 
constitution does provide that the president shall at in- 
tervals give to Congress information concerning the 
state of the Union and shall make recommendations to 
the national legislature, but it was never contemplated 
by the fathers of the republic that he should possess, as 
it were, the power of the initiative in lawmaking and 
use his prestige as party leader and power as dispenser 
of federal patronage to force favorite bills through Con- 
gress. 

President Taft may be pleased at his success in get- 
ting his pet laws enacted, but he cannot be sanguine at 
the republican outlook. Aside from the shadow of 
Roosevelt which has fallen athwart his path to a second 
term, the prospects for the election of a republican 
House this fall are slim. 

The reason the country has turned against the re- 
publicans is the tariff. It is not only that the tariff is 
the highest in history; that it was made in the interest 
of and at the dictation of the wool trust, etc., as in his 
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Winona speech the president naively confessed, and that 
in upward instead of downward revision the most solemn 
and reiterated promises to the people were broken, 
These things are enough to make the voters indignant, 
But what makes their anger rise to boiling point is the 
increase in the cost of living, the high prices due to the 
high tariff. 

The function of government is to protect life and 
property and establish justice; it is formed to provide 
for the common defense, not only against foreign foes, 
but also against the looting of domestic enemies. In this 
the government of the republican party has conspicuously 
failed, for the reason that it has allied itself with the 
malefactors of great wealth who by their trusts and 
tariff plunder our people. This is why the next Congress 
is going to be democratic—Houston (Tex.) Chronicle. 

+ * * 


The provision for the regulation of the issue of 
stock and bonds by railroads engaged in interstate carry- 
ing having been stricken out of the bill amending the 
interstate commerce law, and the president having been 
authorized to appoint a commission to investigate ques. 
tions relating thereto, Attorney-General Wickersham took 
the occasion of speaking before the Iliinois Bar associa- 
tion the other day to set forth his views on that subject. 
It is a subject of no small importance, and a proper 
regulation within the scope of the power of Congress is 
eminently desirable. 

The attorney-general argued with a good deal of 
force that authority to contro] the capitalization of rail- 
roads engaged in transportation from one state to an- 
other is a necessary incident of the power to regulate 
commerce among the states. Raising money upon bond 
issues and exercising control through “watered and 
bonus stock” has impaired responsibility in management 
and given a speculative character to corporate control, 
It has undoubtedly led to many abuses and been the 
cause of foreclosures, receiverships and reorganizations 
which might have been avoided by sound financial meth- 
ods. As Mr. Wickersham says, it has an “effect upon 
the fitness of the carriers to perform their duties under 
national regulation that requires and justifies federal 
supervision and control of the subject.” It is also true 
that the amount of stock issued and the extent of obli- 
gations incurred “have a direct effect upon the deter- 
mination of the reasonableness of rates in interstate 
transportation.” 

The main purpose of the attorney-general’s address 
was to show that Congress has the constitutional right 
to regulate the issue of securities by state corporations 
which engage in interstate carrying, although it does not 
and cannot confer upon them the power to borrow 
money or to raise capital upon shares of stock. be 
cause they are engaged in interstate commerce and its 
power to regulate that is “sovereign and exclusive,’ it 
may prohibit them from “issuing obligations or stock for 
any purpose relating to interstate or foreign commerce 
except in accordance with rules and restrictions pre 
scribed by it for the purpose of preventing the evils 
above referred to.” Having adopted the state corpora- 
tion as an agency of interstate commerce, it “may sub- 
ject it to the same regulations with respect to the means 
of raising money for the purpose of carrying on such 
commerce as it could impose upon a corporation of its 
own creation.” There will probably be no serious. con- 
troversy over the authority of Congress in this matter 
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as an incident of its power to regulate commerce among 
the states. The real question will be that of determin- 
ing how and to what extent that authority should be 
exercised.—Santa Fe (N. M.) New Mexican. 

* * 

We have been debating a good many things that 
give promise of benefiting Pueblo, but the one and all- 
important factor is the obtaining of better rates upon 
fuel, to the end that manufacturing may thrive and the 
population of Pueblo may increase. 

The disadvantages to Pueblo from excessive coal 
rates are felt every day and in every possible direction. 
What prevents the establishment of more factories? High 
cost of fuel. What prevents the increase of the indus- 
trial population of the city? The lack of factories due 
to the high cost of fuel. What adds largely to domestic 
expense and accentuates the high cost of living? . The 
high cost of fuel? And why does fuel cost so much? 


Pueblo is far closer to great coal fields than most 
industrial cities. It is only a few miles distant from 
the Walsenburg fields, and only a few miles farther 
from Trinidad, and from these two fields come most of 
the coal used here. Yet Pueblo must pay an extortionate 
price for coal, because of the greed and obstinacy of a 
single railroad which refuses to give the city proper 
rates, declines to relieve Pueblo from the disadvantages 
which it suffers in this respect. 

Pueblo is paying a higher freight rate on coal than 
almost any other big city in the country. Recently the 
city of Denver objected to rates charged from nearby 
coal fields, and the state railroad commission promptly 
ordered the rates reduced. Thereupon the railroads ap- 
pealed to the courts to test the validity of the act creat- 
ing the railroad commission, and for the time being 
stopped reductions in rates from this source. 

A court of inferior jurisdiction has decided with 
the roads and the case is now pending in the Supreme 
court of the state. How it will decide nobody can pre- 
dict, but if it decides against the commission, there is 
very little doubt that the people of the state will demand 
from the legislature the creation of a commission that 
shall have even greater power than the present one, a 
commission that shall be able to correct glaring rate 
inequalities, and, when such a body is created, the rail- 
roads that are now flouting public opinion will have only 
themselves to blame, as the people will have been 
goaded into taking this action. 

The Colorado & Southern road is the chief offender. 
It lies within the power of this road to give Pueblo a 
“square deal” in the matter of freight rates, but such a 
thing as a “square deal” for this city seems to be the 
one thing farthest removed from the minds of those 
who control the road. 

Pueblo has appealed to the head of the road, it has 
appealed to subordinate officials, it has been patient and 
has exhausted every peaceful recourse in order to ob- 
tain justice. In place of that, it got fair promises, when 
it got anything at all, but action looking toward the 
cessation of existing injustice has not been forthcoming. 

The transportation bureau of the Commerce club 
has written to President Darius Miller of the road. In 
response another official has come to Pueblo and has told 
us that he would “see what he could do.” There must 
be something the matter with his vision, for so far he 
has done nothing and the people have seen no results 
from his soft words. 
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Pueblo isn’t going to stand this sort of thing for- 
ever. The city already has behind it the record of vic- 
tory in one recent rate fight, and it can win another 
and will. Pueblo merchants and shippers are hardly 
going to favor a road that is instrumental in restraining 
the city’s growth, in preventing its increase in popula- 
tion and in industrial importance, and the road is going 
to find out that it will gain little in revenue from this 
city by its arbitrary action, 

Pueblo wants and must have factories. It is better 
located for manufacturing than any city in this part of 
the country. It is situated in the midst of a large con- 
suming section. It is a natural distributing point. But 
when people, to whom have been explained all the other 
of Pueblo’s advantages, come to this city for the purpose 
of investigating conditions, preparatory to investing in 
industrial enterprises here, they look at the cost of fuel, 
one of their principal items of expense, and then go else- 
where, 


The consequence is, that the growth of the city in 
population is retarded, merchants have fewer customers, 
there are fewer tenants for houses, there is less activity 
generally, and the city suffers. 

In Colorado Springs last Wednesday A. D. Parker, 
vice-president of the Colorado & Southern road, address- 
ing a convention of railway accountants, said that rail- 
road men should go into politics and fight the politicians 
who are “knocking the railroads.” Well and good. That 
is the privilege of the railroad men. But how about the 
people going into politics and fighting the railroads whe 
are “knocking” their cities? 


The Colorado & Southern is “knocking” Pueblo. In 
return for a large freight tonnage that the city has given 
the road, it has sought to exploit Pueblo to the greatest 
possible extent for its own benefit, without any regard 
whatever for the welfare of the city. 

Suppose the city goes into politics and fights the 
read! Suppose the city fights the road without going 
into politics, or does this and fights it politically also! 
What is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander. 
If the railroads are to fight against those who do not 
use them fairly, are not the people to fight against the 
railroads that deal unfairly by them? 

The temper of Puebio has been sorely tried in this 
matter. The city is wrought up over existing conditions. 
It has passed beyond the point when palaver and verbal 
soft soap have any influence upon it. What is demanded 
now of the Colorado & Southern is action, not talk; 
deeds, not promises; justice, not evasion. 

Pueblo has no particular animosity against the road, 
so long as the road treats it fairly, but Pueblo will show 
animosity against any road that does not treat the city 
fairly, and this animosity will be felt—Pueblo (Colo.) 
Star Journal, 


N. Y. C. CARLOADING INCREASES. 


New York, July 8—Figures for June carloading on 
the western lines of the New-York Central system show 
substantial gains. The Lake Shore & Michigan Southern 
reported 342,073 cars, a gain of 27,729; Michigan Central, 
199,066, an increase of 10,420; Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chi- 
cago & St. Louis, 212,566, a gain of 32,712; Lake Erie & 
Western, 46,663, an increase of 5,005; Chicago, Indiana & 
Southern, 27,040, which meant a gain of 2,789, and the 
Pittsburg & Lake Erie, 132,610, or an increase of 16,366 


cars. 
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Craffic World Changes 


E, F. Hundley has been appointed general agent of 
the traffic department of the Frisco-Eastern Illinois lines, 
with headquarters at Mexico City, Mex. 

J. W. Gander has been appointed traveling freight 
agent of the St. Louis & San Francisco railroad, with 
headquarters at Wichita, Kan., vice S. B. Franklin, pro- 
moted. 

F, A. Fulwiler has been appointed traveling freight 
agent of the St. Louis & San Francisco railroad, with 
headquarters at New York, N. Y. 

Announcement has been made of the appointment 
of E. P. Lannan to the post of assistant general perish- 
able freight agent of the Frisco-Eastern Illinois systems, 
and of the appointment of L. E. Gailey to succeed Mr. 
Lannan as dairy agent. 

Official announcement has been made of the resig- 
nation of E. L. Lomax, for twenty-one years general pas- 
senger agent of the Union Pacific railroad, to accept the 
position of passenger traffic manager of the Western Pa- 
cific railroad, with headquarters at San Francisco, Cal. 
Mr. Lomax was born February 25, 1852, at Fredericks- 
burg, Md., and received his education at the Coleman 
Institute. His railway career was inaugurated in 1869, 
when he entered the service of the Burlington & Mis- 
souri River railroad as a local ticket agent. From there, 
he went to the Iowa Central as chief clerk in the pas- 
senger department, leaving that line to become assistant 
general passenger agent of the St. Louis & Southeastern. 
From there he went to the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & 
Southern as general passenger agent and then to the 
Toledo, Cincinnati & St. Louis as general passenger and 
ticket agent. In 1885 he was appointed chief clerk of 
the passenger department of the Burlington and was 
later promoted to assistant general passenger agent of 
the system, with headquarters at Chicago. Mr. Lomax 
left the service of this line in March, 1887, to become 
assistant general passenger and ticket agent of the 
Union Pacific and two years later he was made general 
passenger and ticket agent of the same system. 

H. M. Adams, formerly general passenger agent of 
the Spokane, Portland & Seattle. railway, has been ap- 
pointed general freight and passenger agent of the West- 
ern Pacific road, with headquarters at San Francisco, Cal. 

Gerrit Fort, general passenger agent of the New 
York Central & Hudson River and the West Shore rail- 
roads, with headquarters at New York City, has been 
appointed passenger traffic manager of the Union Pacific 
railroad, with headquarters at Omaha, Neb., to succeed 
to the duties formerly assumed by E. L. Lomax, resigned 
to accept service with the Western Pacific. Mr. Lomax 
was general passenger and ticket agent; the title given 
Mr. Fort is a new one. Mr. Fort, who is forty-five, began 
his railroad service in 1884, when he was clerk to the 
superintendent of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern road. Three years later he came to Chicago as clerk 
in the auditing department of the Wabash railroad. 
From there he went to the New York Central lines, leav- 
ing that system in 1897 to become secretary of the Cen- 
tral Passenger association. In 1900 he left this position 
to become assistant general passenger agent of the 
Union Pacific, remaining at Omaha until 1907, when he 
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returned to the New York Central as assistant to C. p 
Daly, now vice-president in charge of traffic. January, 
1910, Mr. Fort was made general passenger agent of the 
New York.Central and West Shore lines. 

Announcement has been made that the title of John 
H. Grace, general agent of the Great Northern railway 
at Chicago, Ill., has been ehanged to assistant genera] 
freight agent. 


Fined on Rebate Charge 


San Francisco, Cal., July 8—By an agreement be. 
tween counsel, the Southern Pacific pled guilty op 





eighteen counts to the charge of departing from its 
legally published rates and was fined the minimum 
penalty, $18,000, by Judge Van Fleet in the United 


States District court last Friday. 
The company was indicted on 140 counts, three 
separate indictments being returned. One set, 119 


counts, alleged that it had rebated on shipments of 
matting from Japan; another, 19 -counts, on lumber 
shipment from Verdi, Nev., made by the California Pine 
Box & Lumber company, against whom an indictment 
was returned some time ago; the last, two counts, 


alleged rebates on wool shipments made by Miller & 
Lux. In each case, the company, while admitting the 
violations as charged, averred that they had _ been 
technical only. 


Hits Philadelphia Elevator 


Washington, D. C., July 8.—An investigation into the 
relations existing between the Pennsylvania railroad and 
the Keystone Elevator company at North Philadelphia 
and the charge that the latter is unduly preferred by 
the railroad has been ordered by the Interstate Com 
merce Commission. 

The order of the Commission instituting the inquiry 
reads as follows: 

“Complaint being made that the Pennsylvania Rail 
road company, a corporation common carrier subject to 
the Act to Regulate Commerce approved February 4, 
1887, and the acts supplementary thereto, being the 
owner of a certain grain elevator at North Philadelphia, 
Pa., known as the Keystone elevator, has leased said 
elevator to a corporation known as Keystone Elevator 
& Warehouse company, and has entered into an ar 
rangement with said Keystone Elevator & Warehouse 
company, by which the latter is paid an allowance for 
unloading and elevating carload shipments of grain at 
said elevator; and complaint being further made tha! 
said Keystone Elevator & Warehouse company is col: 
trolled by the copartnership known as L. F. Miller & 
Sons, and the members thereof, grain dealers at said 
North Philadelphia, handling grain through said elevator, 
and that said lease and said allowance and the methods 
of business pursued in the operation of said elevator are 
unduly preferential to said grain dealers, and result it 
giving them substantial and undue advantage over other 
shippers of grain via said railroad to said North Phila 
delphia and to points competitive therewith, it is 

“Ordered, That a proceeding of investigation be and 
the same hereby is instituted into the above-described 
matters, and that said Pennsylvania Railroad compaly 
and said Keystone Elevator & Warehouse company be. 
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and they hereby are, made defendants in said investiga- 
tion, and it is further 

“Ordered, That a copy of this order and of all subse- 
quent orders herein be served upon each of the above- 
named defendants.” 


Lose Commutation Case 

Albany, N. Y., July 8—In a unanimous decision 
handed down on Tuesday the public service commission 
for the second district decided adversely to the conten- 
tions of the Westchester county commuters that the New 
York Central had failed to comply with the provisions 
of the law as to the publication and filing of its tariffs 
advancing commutation fares. 

It was also announced that the defendant has de- 
clined to accede to the commission’s request that it sus- 
pend its new rates from points in Westchester county 
to New York City, although the railroad stated that it 
would have been willing to do so had the request been 
preferred earlier than last week, but that now the rates 
involved have become effective and tickets sold under 
the new tariff provisions. The commission had asked 
that this line and the New York, New Haven & Hartford 
follow the lead of the other roads serving New York 
City districts in suspending their higher charges. 


Sues on Coal Loading Order 


Des Moines, Ia., July 8—Suit has been filed in the 
Polk county District court by the state railroad com- 
mission to compel the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
railway to comply with the commission’s order with re- 
spect to coal shipments originating without the state 
and handled through Davenport. 

Several months ago, on the petition of the Clarke 
Coal company of Davenport, the commission ordered the 
St. Paul to accept for ship transportation to Iowa points 
at the state distance tariff rates carloads of coal from 
Illinois mines. The railroad demurred, claiming that this 
was interstate traffic and beyond the jurisdiction of the 
State board, and that, if the shipper wished to take ad- 
vantage of the state distance tariff rates, he must reload 
the coal at Davenport into cars belonging to the defend- 
ant company. 


EXPRESS RATES COME UP NEXT MONTH. 


Lansing, Mich., July 8.—It is understood that the ex- 
press companies will be prepared to make a showing 
some time next month in opposition to the plan of the 
state railroad commission to revise Michigan rates. The 
preliminary meeting several days ago was adjourned in 
order to give them time to get their data together. 
Meanwhile, the commission will also conduct an inde- 
pendent investigation into the subject, and the shippers 
are also expected to be busy in the interval. 


TO ORDER SWITCH CONNECTIONS. 


Albany, N. Y., July 9-—The public service commis- 
Sion has rendered its decision in the matter of the 
complaint of Myron Roberts of Hilton, N. Y., who asks 
that the New York Central be required to provide side- 
track and switch connection for his use at that place. 
Complainant has been advised that the commission will 
order the construction of sidetrack in question provided 
he will enter into a lease or agreement with the com- 
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pany that persons having occasion to use said track 
may enter upon the premises of the complainant with 
their teams and vehicles at certain specified places. If 
satisfactory agreement can be made with the railroad 
company as to the use of the premises for such pur- 
pose the commission will make an order requiring side- 
track and switch connections. If an agreement cannot 
be reached between the company and complainant, the 
commission will undertake to decide the disputed 
points, and if the complainant does not assent to this 
arrangement the complaint will be dismissed on the 
ground that it is impracticable to construct such switch 
without destroying the use of the team track for the 
public purpose to which it is now devoted. 


SHIPPERS GIVEN REPARATION. 


Albany, N. Y., July 9.—The public service commis- 
sion has authorized the New York Central and the Le- 
high Valley railroads to refund to Sam Levy $13.86 
reparation for overcharge on sawdust from Chittenango 
to South Bay, N. Y. It has also authorized the New 
York Central and New York, Ontario & Western lines 
to refund $50.72 to Mason & Hanger Co. for overcharge 
on gravel from Newburgh to Firthcliffe, and to refund 
to the Orange County Road Construction company 
$1,309.75 reparation on 30 carloads of crushed stone 


‘from Tompkins Cove, N. Y., to Rock Tavern and Little 


Britain. 


AUTHORIZES ISSUE OF COMMON STOCK, 


Albany, N. Y., July 9.—The public service commis- 
sion has authorized the Westchester Northern railroad 
to issue $60,000 par value common capital stock. The 
moneys to be received for the stock are to be used 
for the acquisition of right of way of the company’s 
line. This company is one of the subsidiary companies 
of the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad 
company and was recently authorized by the commission 
to construct its line in the county of Westchester. The 
line also extends into Connecticut. 


WILL NOT CALL LEGISLATURE, 


Trenton, N. J., July 8.—Governor Fort gave out his 
promised statement Wednesday, setting forth his rea- 
sons for declining to call a special session of the legis- 
lature to deal with the question of railroad rates, as 
asked by the commuters of North New Jersey and by 
the Democratic members of the legislature, who favor 
conferring on the state railroad conimission ratemaking 
power. Governor Fort says that the increased com- 
mutation rates are principally between New York City 
and New Jersey points, and this he believed was an in- 
terstate question. He does not believe the legislature 


would confer ratemaking power on the state railroad 
commission, as it failed to do so last winter when in 
session. 








WANTED-POSITION AS TRAFFIC MAN 


With some Industrial Company, or would consider 
proposition to become Chief Clerk to a Freight Traffic 
Manager, General Freight or Passenger Agent of some 
of the larger lines, or Soliciting Freight Agent. Best of 


references. At present holding official position, but have 
good reasons for desiring change. Address O-9, Traffic 
World. 





Gena 
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Directory of Transfer Agents, 
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Freight Forwarders, 
Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers, etc. 





CATHCART TRANSFER 
& STORAGE CO. 


ATLANTA, GA. 


GEORGES EXPRESS CO. 
HARTFORD, CONN. 


| PHILADELPHIA WARE- 
| HOUSE CO. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA. 








BIRMINGHAM TRANS- | MISSOURI STORAGE & ff 
| | O. E. JONES 
FER & TRAFFIC CO. | TRANSFER CO. | 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. KANSAS CITY, MO. | PROVIDENCE, R. I. 





| LATTIN TRUCKING & 
STORAGE CO. 
| BRIDGEPORT, 


DARRAGH WARE- | PROVIDENCE WARE- 
HOUSE CO. 
LITTLE ROCK, 


HOUSE CO. 


CONN. 


ARK. 


PROVIDENCE, R. I. 








| CAPITAL & SACRAMEN- 
TO TRANSFER VAN 

| & STORAGE CO. 

| SACRAMENTO, CAL. 


MACHINERY EXHIBI- 
TION WAREHOUSE 
37th St. and Ashland Ave. 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


CALIFORNIA WARE- 
HOUSE CO. 
LOS ANGELES, CAL. 





CLEVELAND STORAGE 


COMMERCIAL WARE- 


| SALT LAKE TRANSFER 
Co. 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 


CO. HOUSE CO. 
LOS ANGELES, CAL. 


CLEVELAND, OHIO 





| BUCKEYE TRANSFER & 
STORAGE CO. 
| COLUMBUS, 





PATTERSON TRANS- CALIFORNIA SHIPPING 
FER CO. | Co. 


MEMPHIS, TENN. SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 





OHIO 





COLORADO WARE- | 
| . A. WALSH O. 
HOUSE CO. pare e. 


MILWAUKEE, WIS. 


PACIFIC SHIPPING CO. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


DENVER, COLO. 








THE PECK & BISHOP 


| DENVER TRANSIT & 
| WAREHOUSE CO. co. 
| 


GEORGIA LIGHTERAGE 
& TRANSFER CO. 
DENVER, 


COLO. NEW HAVEN, 


CONN. 


SAVANNAH, GA. 















WARWICK - THOMSON | AMERICAN STORAGE & 
THE E. BALF CO. co. MOVING CO. 
HARTFORD, 654-660 West 34th St. 
CONN NEW YORK | ST. LOUIS, MO. 








re | THE TOLEDO WARE- 
AGE CO. ; HOUSE CO. 


| | 
| 1309-19 Lagrange Street. 
CONN. OMAHA, NEB. | TOLEDO, OHIO 






E. S. BELDEN & SONS 
HARTFORD, 





Dire 
V 
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Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, 
Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers, etc. 





ELMIRA, N. Y. 


ELMIRA STORAGE & SUPPLY CO. 
General storage, transferring and for- 
warding. Warehouses accessible to 
all railroads. Prompt service. 


SCRANTON, PA, 


MERCHANTS’ WARBHOUSE CO. 
Commercial storage, transfer and for- 
warding; railroad sidings. The Quack- 
enbush Co., proprietors, 


BINGHAMTON, N. Y. 


MERCHANTS’ WAREHOUSE COM- 
PANY. Storage, transfer and for- 
warding. The Quackenbush Company. 





















BUFFALO, N, Y. 
BUFFALO STORAGE & CARTING 


CO., 350-356 Seneca St. ‘“‘Unsu 
facilities” for storing, handling, trans- 
ferring and forwarding goods. Tele- 


phone No, 683. ? 
CHICAGO, ILL. 
BELT LINE TRANSFER & STORAGE 


KANSAS CITY, MO. 


K. & M. STORAGE CO., Ninth and 
Santa Fe Sts. 
Track connection with all roads en- 
tering city. 
sg oe stored, distributed and re- 





















WILKESBARRE, PA. 














MERCHANTS’ WAREHOUSE CO, Stor- 
age, transfer and forwarding. The 
Quackenbush Co. 














Tineke capacity, eight cars a day. 

Low insurance, prompt, satisfactory 
service. 

Bonded in accordance with state laws. 


TERMINAL WAREHOUSE CoO., 24th 
and Broadway, on Kansas City Belt 
Railway. 

Reinforced concrete building. 

Carloads stored, distributed and re- 
ae 

Absolute safety in storing. 

Prompt and careful service in dis- 
tributing and pg gee 

Insurance, 25c per $100 per annum. 





















CO., warehouses located at 76th and Th L | En 
Wallace Sts., on Belt Railway; office, 


4 Sherman §8t.; do a general storage 
and transfer business; issue nego- 








tiable warehouse receipts, good at 
any bank. 














JUDSON FREIGHT FORWARDING 
CO., INC., 443 Marquette Bldg. Car- 
load distribution to all railroads at 
Chicago without teams; L. C. L. ship- 


ments of machinery forwarded at re- 
duced rates to all principal western 
4 and Pacific Coast points. 
[ 


UST in the same manner in 
which The Traffic Service 
Bureau has made a reputation 
for furnishing technical data 
on traffic matters, so is it now 
prepared to assist patrons in 
handling the legal phases of 
their shipping business. 





LOS ANGELES, CAL. 


LOS ANGELES TRANSFER CoO., 830 
S. Broadway. Baggage and eg 
distribution; consignments and 
loads our specialty. Established 1885. 












MIDLAND WAREHOUSE & TRANS- 
FER CO., 43d and Robey Sts. Belt 
line warehousing and ropes with- 
out teams. Carloads err r. rail or 
lake and reshipped rail, Cc. L., at 
Chicago rates. he Re rate, 29c, 












€. W. SHELDON & CO., Monadnock 
“4 Block. Import and export freight con- 
I tractors, warehousemen and insurance 
agents; custom house brokers and 

custom house attorneys. 























LOUISVILLE, KY. 


LOUISVILLE PUBLIC WAREHOUSE 
COMPANY, INC. Import and export 
freight contractors, transfer and re- 
shipping agents, custom house brok- 
ers. Bonded and free warehouses. 















HE Traffic Service Bureau 

is able to offer you the 
services of its legal depart- 
ment, under the personal 
direction of our General 
Counsel. Wecan act either 
as consulting attorney or as 
attorney of record; we will 
handle your case from start to 
finish, or assist in the prepara- 
tion of such legal data as your 
own personal counsel may not 
have at hand. 








DALLAS, TEX. 


W. M. EDWARDS, JR., 113 Austin St. 
General transfer and forwarding 
agent; reshipping; storage; warehouse, 
Carloads or less consigned to our care 
will be delivered promptly. 












ST. LOUIS, MO. 


ASHLEY WAREHOUSE CO. Bonded 
and general storage. Drayage facili- 
ties. Cars promptly handled. Custom 
house entries attended to. Insurance 
18c. Track connections. 


BONDED EXPRESS & TRANSFER 
CO. Distributors of bulk shipments, 
carloads or less. Consignments so- 
licited. 














































DENVER, COLO. 


DENVER STORAGE WAREHOUSE 
CO., 1521-31 20th St. Merchandise 
stored and forwarded. Insurance at 
special rates. Consignments solicited. 





SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH. 


A. STIEFEL PIONEER TRANSFER, 
615 Tribune Bldg. General transfer 
and distributing agents. Carload dis- 
tribution our specialty. Reliable and 
prompt. Established 1872. 










S inall other departments, 
your wants are our only 
limitations. 








DETROIT, MICH. 


BE. FERGUSON CO., LTD., foot of 
Fourth St. Authorized cartage agents 
for the MICHIGAN CENTRAL R. R. 
CO. General cartage and forwarding. 
Special attention to carload distribu- 
tion. 





SAVANNAH, GA. 


SAVANNAH WAREHOUSING CO. 
Wholesale distributors and manufae- 
turers’ agents. Modern brick ware- 
house and unexcelled ee 
facilities. We make a specialty of 
representing manufacturers 
goods at re for supplying 
southern § trad Prompt attention 
given carload shipments for distribu- 
tion. Drayage. 



















H READING TRUCK CoO., 57 Bast 
Woodbridge St. Authorized cartage 
agents for the Wabash and Canadian 
Pacific railways and for the Anchor 
Line steamers, S ial attention given 
to distribution of carload freight for 
‘wo or more parties. Merchandise de- 

livered as ordered. 


The Traffic Service Bureau 
96 Jordan Building, Washington, D.C. 


Lega: Department 
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TANK CARS 
FREIGHT CARS 


Steel and Wood Construction. Special and Standard Designs. 


CA BOOSES 
ALL TYPES SPECIAL EQUIPMENT 


DERRICK CARS CONSTRUCTION CARS 
CREOSOTING CARS LOGGING CARS AND TRUCKS 


;|SPECIAL TRUCKS OF ALL CAPACITIES 
| Works: CHICAGO, PARIS, ILL. General Office: CHICAGO 


WRITE FOR NEW CATALOGUE 















































